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Amendment I. Congress shall make no law respecting an 
establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or 
abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press; or the right of the 
people peaceably to assemble, and to petition the Government for a 
redress of grievances. 


Amendment II. a well-regulated militia being necessary to 
the security of a free state, the right of the people to Keep and bear 
arms shall not be infringed. 


Amendment TT. No soldier shall, in time of peace, be 
quartered in any house, without the consent of the owner, nor in 
time of war, but in a manner to be prescribed by law. 


Amendment I Vy The right of the people to be secure in 
their persons, houses, papers, and effects against unreasonable 
searches and seizures shall not be violated, and no warrants shall 
issue, but upon probable cause, supported by oath or affirmation, 
and particularly describing the place to be searched, and the persons 
or things to be seized. 


Amendment V, No person shall be held to answer for a 
capital, or otherwise infamous crime, unless on a presentment or 
indictment of a grand jury, except in cases arising in the land or 
naval forces, or in the militia, when in actual service in time of war 
or public danger; nor shall any person be subject for the same offense 
to be twice put in jeopardy of life or limb; nor shall be compelled in 
any criminal case to be a witness against himself, nor be deprived of 
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life, liberty, or property, without due process of law; nor shall private 
property be taken for public use, without just compensation. 


Amendment VI. tn all criminal prosecutions the accused 
shall enjoy the right to a speedy and public trial, by an impartial 
jury of the state and district wherein the crime shall have been 
committed, which district shall have been previously ascertained by 
law, and to be informed of the nature and cause of the accusation; 
to be confronted with the witnesses against him; to have compulsory 
process for obtain-ing witnesses in his favor, and to have the 
assistance of counsel for his defense. 


Amendment VII. tn suits at common law, where the 
value in controversy shall exceed twenty dollars, the right of trial by 
jury shall be preserved, and no fact tried by a jury shall be otherwise 
re-examined in any court of the United States, than according to the 
rules of the common law. 


Amendment VI TI. Excessive bail shall not be required, nor 


excessive fines imposed, nor cruel and unusual punishments inflicted. 


Amendment IX. The enumeration in the Constitution, 
of certain rights, shall not be construed to deny or disparage others 
retained by the people. 


Amendment X. The powers not delegated to the United 
States by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the states, are 
reserved to the states respectively, or to the people. 
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Crimes of the Educators reveals how the architects of America’s public- Dictionary of the English Language 
school disaster implemented a plan to socialize the United States by Noah Webster's 1828 dictionary defines words according to their meaning 
knowingly and willingly dumbing down the population. (2015, 368pp, hb, during the founding generation. Many definitions contain Scripture 
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Common Ground on Common Core Dangers and Threats: Common Core 
ideologically diverse top education activists and experts come together This video tells how a federal scheme to control schools’ curricula was 
UM ie pages of a single volume, edited by Kirsten Lombard, to rolled out without fanfare or opposition, though it generally lowers educa- 
speak out against the Common Core State Standards. (2014, 436pp, tion standards and morals for kids. 
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What’s happening to our schools and to our children? Find out in 50-99/$2.95; 100+/$2.25) DVDDATCCC 
John A. Stormer’s documented account of how education “reforms” 

are undermining academics and traditional values. (1998, 266pp, pb, 
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REDISCOVER.... 


EXPERTENCE, REAL FOOD, SELECTION, ORGANIC, LOCAL, 
SPECIALTY, SAVINGS & MORE 


We are celebrating 45 years in business! 


Our family is grateful for the opportunity to continue to serve your family. 

Clark’s carries one of the largest selections of supplements in the Inland Empire. We also 
carry a variety of local and organic produce and a full grocery department, including 
gluten-free options, grass-fed beef, and organic chicken, as well as vegetarian, vegan, and 
raw foods. We strive to provide you with a wide variety of products and services, and 
always offer demos and sampling! 


We also carry “SUZANNE Organics” Cosmetics & Skincare Collection as an exclusive 
retail partner with actress Suzanne Somers, and provide customer makeovers from our 
make-up artists. 


‘Lam thrilled to partner with the 
good people at Clarks as an 
exclusive retail partner for my 

- certified organic and toxic free 

\ cosmetics and skincare collection.” 
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www.clarksnutrition.com 
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EDUCATION 


What Is the Alternative 


as Public Schools Degenerate? 

by Steve Byas — Public schools are more left-wing indoctrination 
centers than educational facilities — as test scores attest — so 
since the schools cannot be fixed, what should parents do? 


CULTURE 


Cussing and Cultural Decay 

by Selwyn Duke — While cuss words are in a sense “just words,” 
the message they send signals anger, violence, hate, incivility, and 
close-mindedness. Cancel cuss words or see criminality. 


POLITICS 


The Bloody Left — 


The Dark History of Untrue Believers 

by Selwyn Duke — The past year’s rioting, assault, arson, and 
vandalism should surprise no one, for violence is the closest thing 
leftists have to an unchanging, ever-perpetuated tradition. 


BOOK REVIEW 


World War | — 

The War on Western Civilization 

by Steve Byas — The “Great War,” largely a result of England’s 
intent to squash its new rival, was fostered by American politicians 
and financiers. The result: millions dead and political chaos. 


HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 

America’s Grand Entry Into the Great War 

by Brian Farmer — Despite the fact that the British interfered with 
U.S. shipping early in WWI and refused to abide by international 
rules of naval warfare, America sided with them against Germany. 


THE LAST WORD 
EU Refugee Flood — 
Globalists Double Down, Push More 
by William F Jasper 
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ill Association 


In a May 9, 2017 article on THE NEW 
AMERICAN website entitled “Trump Ad- 
ministration Announces Nominees to Fed- 
eral Benches,” the Heritage Foundation is 
described as being a “conservative think 
tank” that has long advocated for a “con- 
stitutionalist” judiciary. The hard reality, 
however, is that the Heritage Foundation 
is no real friend of freedom. 

On August 9, 2000, Edwin J. Feulner, 
founder and president of the Heritage 
Foundation, penned an article entitled 
“William F. Buckley, Jr.: An Apprecia- 
tion,” in which he wrote the following: 
“It’s hard to overstate the importance of 
[Buckley’s] National Review, which of- 
fered respectable conservative opinion 
against communism, big government and 
liberal culture at a time when the most 
visible conservatives were such tragic fig- 
ures as Sen. Joseph McCarthy and Robert 
Welch of the John Birch Society.” 

If the Heritage Foundation were truly 
interested in conserving liberty under the 
U.S. Constitution, Feulner wouldn’t have 
simultaneously attacked McCarthy and 
Welch, who were two of the 20th century’s 
greatest heroes, and praised Buckley, who 
in 1952 wrote that “we have got to accept 
Big Government for the duration.” 


JOHN J. TOBAK 
Bernardsville, New Jersey 


Should an Arrest Be Made? 


The article about Sheriff David Clarke, Jr. 
(“Blacks and Cops,” April 3, 2017) was 
an interesting read. I respectfully disagree 
with his advocacy position on an Article V 
Convention, but he is without a doubt hard- 
nosed regarding upholding the rule of law. 
The adjacent article regarding enforcing 
national borders (“Should Nations Enforce 
National Borders?”) dovetails with the ar- 
ticle on Sheriff Clarke. 

An integral part of the open-borders 
policy is the sanctuary state/city move- 
ment. “Sanctuary” is a euphemistic term 
for harboring illegal aliens. Doing so vio- 
lates the Immigration and Nationality Act 
and requires punishment, including fines 
and/or imprisonment per Section 274. 

Sheriff Clarke spoke at the CPAC Con- 
vention in February. He remarked that the 
sanctuary movement would be stopped 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


dead in its tracks if just one government 
official supporting the movement was ar- 
rested. One of those officials is Connecticut 
Governor Dannel P. Malloy. On February 
23, he stated to the nation, while on Tucker 
Carlson’s show, his refusal to cooperate 
with ICE. 

Governor Malloy either fails to under- 
stand or refuses to accept some hard facts. 
Article VI, Clause 2 states the Constitution 
and all laws made in pursuance thereof 
shall be the supreme law of the land. Ar- 
ticle VI, Clause 3 states all executive and 
judicial officers, both of the United States 
and of the several states, shall be bound by 
oath or affirmation, to support the Consti- 
tution. Article I, Section 8, Clause 4 states 
Congress shall have the power to establish 
a uniform rule of naturalization. Clause 18 
states Congress shall have the power to 
make all laws necessary and proper for car- 
rying into execution the foregoing powers, 
and all other powers vested by this Con- 
stitution in the government of the United 
States, or in any department or officer 
thereof. Congress created the Immigration 
and Nationality Act (INA) in pursuance of 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 4; Article I, Sec- 
tion 8, Clause 18; and Article VI, Clause 2. 
Section 274. [8 U.S.C. 1324] of the INA 
— BRINGING IN AND HARBORING 
CERTAIN ALIENS — being the supreme 
law of the land for immigration, requires 
the arrest and imprisonment of anyone who 
aids and abets illegal aliens. 

The bottom line is that Governor Mal- 
loy is duty bound to cooperate with ICE 
to enforce the INA and uphold the U.S. 
Constitution. His defiance requires that 
he be arrested. Given all of the above, I 
have started a petition calling on the DOJ 
to arrest Governor Malloy. The website 
is change.org and the title of the petition 
is “Demand the Arrest of Connecticut 
Governor Dannel P. Malloy for Defying 
the U.S. Constitution.” It is time “We the 
People” uphold the rule of law by making 
Governor Malloy the example to stop the 
sanctuary movement. 

DANIEL HUNT 
Manchester, Connecticut 


Send your letters to: THE NEw AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 
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INSIDE TRACK 


Anténio 
Guterres 


The United Nations General Assembly, dominated by unfree re- 
gimes and even mass-murdering dictators, voted June 15 to create 
anew UN “terrorism” agency to supposedly wage the emerging 
global terror war. The new UN outfit, known as the “United Na- 
tions Counter-Terrorism Office,” will be led by a Russian terror 
czar and charged with leading the UN’s terror efforts and coordi- 
nating national governments’ implementation of global terrorism 
policies coming down from the international body. 

Socialist UN Secretary-General Antonio Guterres appointed 
a minion of Russian leader Vladimir Putin to lead the outfit — 
despite the Kremlin, along with other governments, being at 
the center of fomenting global terrorism for generations. Crit- 


agents at the head of the agency, but in UN circles, the move was 
well received. Some analysts explained it as an effort to further 
empower the Kremlin within the UN, while further sidelining 
America — something that may actually be good news for the 
growing number of American activists and lawmakers hoping to 
get the United States to withdraw from the “dictators club” that 
is the UN. 

The new UN terror office, approved by a consensus resolution by 
the UN’s 193 member governments, will centralize various existing 
UN offices and schemes under a new bureaucracy run by a newly 
created “under secretary-general” post. In all, the UN reportedly 
operates 38 different terror-related entities, so the new bureaucracy 
will bring them all together under one roof — with the exception of 
the “Counter-Terrorism Committee” of the UN Security Council. 

This may be yet another opportunity for patriotic Americans to 
advance the American Sovereignty Restoration Act (H.R. 193). 
The legislation, currently sitting in the House Foreign Affairs 
Committee, would see the U.S. government withdraw from the 
UN and all of its dangerous, totalitarian tentacles. It would also 
evict the UN’s headquarters — infested with spies, tyrants, mass 
murderers, and communists — from U.S. soil. Concerned Ameri- 
cans should contact their elected representatives. 


Computer Models Wrong, Skeptics Right on “Pause” 


In a paper published in Nature Geoscience on June 19, Dr. Benja- 
min Santer, a top global-warming alarmist, led a team of activist 
authors (including Michael Mann and Al Gore of “Hockey Stick” 
infamy) who made the startling admission that alarmist comput- 
er model predictions greatly overestimated the actual observed 
global temperatures. That’s what they are confessing, but they do 
so in a very convoluted manner designed to hide the confession. 
Here’s the opening sentence of the abstract of their article: “In the 
early twenty-first century, satellite-derived tropospheric warming 
trends were generally smaller than trends estimated from a large 
multi-model ensemble.” They go on to write: “Over most of the 
early twenty-first century, however, model tropospheric warming 
is substantially larger than observed.... We conclude that model 
overestimation of tropospheric warming in the early twenty-first 
century is partly due to systematic deficiencies in some of the 
post-2000 external forcings used in the model simulations.” In 
other words, “garbage in, garbage out.” 

The ever-busy Santer co-authored a similar paper in Nature 
on May 24, 2017, with a different team of climate activists who 
attempted to spin the discrepancies between the raw data and 
the computer models in an AGW face-saving direction. The 
embarrassing discrepancies, said Team Santer, are “due to the 
combined effects of multiple factors: the anomalous warmth at 
the beginning of the last 20 years (arising from a large El Nifio 
event in 1997/98), the shift from a warm phase to a cold phase 
of the Interdecadal Pacific Oscillation in the late 1990s, changes 
in other modes of internal variability, a succession of moderate 


volcanic eruptions in the early 21st century, a long and low mini- 
mum in solar output during the last solar cycle, and an increase 
in anthropogenic sulphate pollution.” 

Of course, the mainstream media are AWOL on this issue, since 
they’ve been lap dogs for the anthropogenic (human-caused) 
global-warming consensus chorus for more than two decades. 
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Supreme Court Allows Most of Trump Travel Ban to Proceed 


The U.S. Supreme Court, on the last day of the 2016-2017 term 
on June 26, granted most of the Trump administration’s emer- 
gency request to put the president’s March 6 travel ban execu- 
tive order into place. That order places a 90-day suspension on 
entry into the United States on citizens of Iran, Libya, Somalia, 
Sudan, Syria, and Yemen. The court will hear arguments related 
to the travel ban case during its next session, which will begin 
in October. The court also said it would partly allow a 120-day 
ban on all refugees entering the United States to go into effect. 

The High Court, in an unsigned opinion, exempted one cat- 
egory of foreigners from the travel ban, those “with a credible 
claim of a bona fide relationship with a person or entity in the 
United States.” 

Having a bona fide relationship means that the individuals 
have family members who reside in or have business ties with 
the United States. 

The case under consideration by the court on June 26 was 
Trump v. International Refugee Assistance Project — consider- 
ing the administration’s application for stay and appeal for writ 
of certiorari to the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit 
— which was combined with Trump v. Hawaii, in which the 
administration sought a stay and appeal of a ruling by the U.S. 
Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit. (A writ of certiorari is a 
document that a losing party in a court decision files with the 
Supreme Court asking it to review the decision of a lower court.) 

The Supreme Court wrote that these cases involve challenges 


to Executive Order No. 13780, Protecting the Nation From For- 
eign Terrorist Entry Into the United States. The High Court wrote: 
“The Government filed separate petitions for certiorari, as well 
as applications to stay the preliminary injunctions entered by the 
lower courts. We grant the petitions for certiorari and grant the 
stay applications in part.” 
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California’s $400-Billion Single-payer Bill Tabled for the Year 


Californians have been spared the horrors of single-payer health- 
care for a little longer, thanks to a June 23 decision by Assembly 
Speaker Anthony Rendon to put a universal healthcare bill passed 
by the state Senate on hold for the remainder of the year. 

Rendon, a Democrat who supports single-payer, said in a state- 
ment that he was keeping the bill in committee “until further 
notice” rather than bringing it to the floor for a vote. He called 
the bill, which would replace California’s current public and pri- 
vate health-insurance systems with a single state-run program to 
cover virtually all healthcare expenses, “woefully incomplete.” 

“Even senators who voted for [the bill] noted there are poten- 
tially fatal flaws in the bill, including the fact it does not address 
many serious issues, such as financing, delivery of care, cost 
controls, or the realities of needed action by the Trump Admin- 
istration and voters to make [the bill] a genuine piece of legisla- 
tion,” Rendon added. 

The cost of the measure is perhaps its biggest hurdle. The Dem- 
ocrat-controlled Senate Appropriations Committee estimated in 
May that the bill, sponsored by Senators Ricardo Lara and Toni 
Atkins, would cost the state $400 billion a year, more than twice 
its existing annual budget. That would require a doubling of state 
taxes and also necessitate concessions from the federal govern- 
ment on Medicare, Medicaid, ObamaCare, and other programs. 
Despite this, the Senate passed the bill the following week. 


Universal healthcare is thus on hold in the Golden State for 
the time being, but it is by no means gone forever. “The fight for 
single payer also is moving forward on other fronts,” Rendon 
observed in his statement, pointing to a movement to “get a single 
payer initiative on the ballot.” Californians who prefer to retain 
at least a semblance of individual liberty and free markets in 
healthcare — not to mention their current tax rates — will need 
to remain vigilant. 
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EXTENDED INSIDE TRACK 


Award-winning Journalist Says Syria Did ek Use Chemical Weapons 


ccording to Seymour 
A Hersh, a journalist who Li 

has won the Pulitzer 
Prize, President Donald Trump 
ordered the bombing of Syria 
in April despite having no evi- 
dence that the Bashar al-Assad 
government had used chemi- 
cal weapons in the Syrian Civil 
War. In fact, Hersh contends in a 
June 25 article entitled “Trump’s 
Red Line,” originally published 
in the German newspaper Die 
Welt, Trump ignored evidence 
to the contrary when he used 
59 Tomahawk missiles to bomb 
Syria in retaliation against the 
Assad regime. 

“None of this makes any 
sense,” Hersh reported one U.S. 
officer saying upon hearing of 
the planned bombing raid on 
Syria. “We KNOW that there was no Sneiiea attack ... claiming 
we have the real intel and know the truth.... I guess it didn’t mat- 
ter whether we elected Clinton or Trump,” the officer lamented. 

Hersh interviewed multiple U.S. advisors, examining the 
evidence that they provided, and concluded that the so-called 
chemical attack committed by the Syrian Air Force was really a 
non-chemical attack upon Khan Sheikhoun, targeting high-rank- 
ing jihadist leaders and using a 500-pound conventional bomb 
provided by the Russians. The place bombed was a two-story 
building that housed a grocery and other businesses on the ground 
floor. According to Hersh’s sources, the basement stored rockets, 
weapons, and ammunition. In addition, medicines and chlorine- 
based decontaminants were also stored there. The chlorine was 
used to cleanse bodies of the dead before burial. 

“The rebels control the population by controlling the distribu- 
tion of goods that people need to live — food, water, cooking oil, 
propane gas, fertilizers for growing their crops, and insecticides 
to protect the crops,” Hersh said he was told by a senior advisor 
in the American intelligence community. In other words, it was 
an obvious target for a conventional bomb. Use of sarin gas upon 
such a facility would be illogical. 

Another advisor told Hersh, “This was not a chemical weapons 
strike. That’s a fairy tale. If so, everyone involved in transfer- 
ring, loading and arming the weapon — you’ve got to make it 
appear like a regular 500-pound conventional bomb — would 
be wearing Hazmat protective clothing in case of a leak. There 
would be little chance of survival without such gear. Military 
grade sarin includes additives designed to increase toxicity and 
lethality. Every batch that comes out is maximized for death. That 
is why it is made. It is odorless and invisible and death can come 
within a minute.” 

Victims at hospitals “smelled of bleach, suggesting that they 
had been exposed to chlorine,” Hersh was told. He noted that there 


was evidence that there was more than one chemical responsible 
for the various symptoms observed, “which would not have been 
the case if the Syrian Air Force — as opposition activists insisted 
— had dropped a sarin bomb, which has no percussive or ignition 
power to trigger secondary explosions. The range of symptoms 
is, however, consistent with the release of a mixture of chemicals, 
including chlorine and the organophosphates used in many fertil- 
izers, which can cause neurotoxic effects similar to those of sarin.” 

Hersh cited an advisor who said that blaming Assad, without 
any evidence, was illogical. “Russia’s strategy against ISIS,” the 
advisor told Hersh, “which involves getting American coopera- 
tion, would have been destroyed.... Bashar would do that? When 
he’s on the verge of winning the war? Are you kidding me?” 

Trump, however, apparently believed Assad did use sarin gas, 
against all logic, and with no evidence. “When you kill innocent 
children, innocent babies — babies, little babies — with a chemi- 
cal gas that is so lethal ... that crosses many, many lines, beyond 
a red line.... That attack on children yesterday had a big impact 
on me. Big impact.... It’s very, very possible ... that my attitude 
toward Syria and Assad had changed very much.” 

Trump’s previous noninterventionist attitude, in general, and with 
the Syrian Civil War in specific, was likely one of the main reasons 
that he was able to win the Republican presidential nomination, and 
finally the general election. He rightly condemned President Barack 
Obama in 2013, Tweeting, “What will we get for bombing Syria 
besides more debt and a possible long-term conflict?” 

During the recent presidential campaign, Trump rightly chal- 
lenged the tendency of recent presidents to intervene in the in- 
ternal affairs of other sovereign nations, particularly decrying 
the “regime change” agendas of Presidents Bush (both of them), 
Clinton, and Obama. Yet Trump seems to be going down the 
same path. Millions of Americans had hoped that Donald Trump 
would be different. 
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QUICKQUOTES 


Obama’s Opening to Cuba Largely Reversed 
“We will not be silent in the face of communist oppression any longer. 
Effective immediately, I am cancelling the last administration’s com- 
pletely one-sided deal with Cuba.” 

Leaving in place some key Obama-era measures that eased sanctions 
against the communist-led island nation, President Donald Trump in- 
stituted a new policy cheered by many, but not all, Cuban-Americans. 


AP Images 


Supreme Court to Rule on Cake Case 

“Every American should be free to choose which art they will create 
and which they won’t create without being unjustly punished by government.” 

In 2012, the owner of Masterpiece Cakeshop in Lakewood, Colorado, refused to create a cake for 
the “marriage” of two men. The men sued and won at a lower court level. Now the case is before 
the Supreme Court, where David Cortman, the lawyer for Cakeshop owner Jack Phillips, will state 
the opinion of his client. 


Huge Amount Spent but the Democrat Still Lost in Georgia 

“Although America’s largest abortion business, Planned Parenthood, spent six figures in support 
of her opponent Jon Ossoff, Karen’s record of courageous leadership won the day. We are encour- 
aged that voters rejected Ossoff’s extreme pro-abortion agenda and are sending Karen Handel to 
Washington.” 

Planned Parenthood contributed $734,000 to the Ossoff campaign, 
which spent a historic $23 million in losing the June 20 election. Jour- 
nalist Susan Wright noted that the Handel campaign raised and spent 
approximately one-quarter of the amount spent by Ossoff. 


Former House Speaker Undeterred by Defeats of Democrats 

“T think I’m worth the trouble.” 

Some Democrats blame Nancy Pelosi for recent defeats of their partys 
candidates. While Nancy Pelosi (D-Calif.) acknowledges some trou- 
ble her brashness and ultra-liberal partisanship may have caused her 
party, she refuses to back away from the manner in which she has 
always operated. 
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Trump Lawyer Plans to Defend the President From Attacks 

“Tf the president of the United States asks you for legal advice and you’re a lawyer and you’re serving 
your country and the Constitution, you do it.” 

Known as a constitutional authority, Jay Sekulow has worked at the Christian-based American 
Center for Law and Justice and is known as a strong defender of a conservative view of the nation s 
founding document. 


Consequences May Follow Ford’s Move to Produce Autos in China 
“Ford’s moving production to China shows China’s competitiveness in manufacturing is continu- 
ously increasing and our industrial supply chain is improving. But this is obviously against Trump’s 
policies. It is quite complicated and may cause some friction in Sino- 
American trade in the future.” 

The secretary-general of the government-backed and Beijing-based 
China Passenger Car Association, Cui Dongshu expects some reac- 
tion from President Trump. 


Melania Trump Playfully Describes Being Parent of Two Teens 
“Sometimes I say I have two teenage boys at home — my young son 
and my husband.” 

A comment made during a CNN interview by Melania Trump spurred 
the hopes of many that she will succeed in taming the seemingly un- 
tamable president. @ 


*Melania .. 
— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANUS Trump 
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WHAT IS THE 
ALTERNATIVE 


AS Public IChOOLS 
Degenerate? ’ 
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Public schools are more left-wing indoctrination centers than educational facilities — as 
test scores attest — so since the schools cannot be fixed, what should parents do? 
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by Steve Byas 


orace Mann, the first secretary 
H of the Massachusetts Board of 

Education, speaking in the first 
half of the 19th century, declared that 
public schools constituted “the greatest 
discovery ever made by man.” He added, 
“Let the common [public] school be ex- 
panded to its capabilities, let it be worked 
with the efficiency of which it is suscep- 
tible, and nine-tenths of the crimes in the 
penal code would become obsolete; the 
long catalogue of human ills would be 
abridged; men would walk more safely 
by day; every pillow would be more in- 
violable by night.” 

Such utopian sentiments provoke laugh- 
ter today, especially when one considers 
that a leading cause for the growing exo- 
dus from the public schools into various 
forms of private or home schooling is due 
to the dangerous environment — physical, 
academic, and moral — found in so many 
of America’s public schools. 

As public schools continue their degen- 
eration into increasingly physically unsafe 
conditions, mediocrity, leftist indoctrina- 
tion, and anti-Christian bias, parents strug- 
gle to decide whether these government- 
run institutions can be salvaged, and if not, 
what is the best alternative for their chil- 
dren in terms of preparing them for life. 

As we shall see, parents do have other 
options for their children. But first, let 
us look at why many parents have either 
taken their children out of the government 
schools, or are considering doing so. 


Secular Humanism: Established 
Religion of Public Schools 

There are thousands of patriotic and 
Christian men and women teaching in 
the public schools. They care about 
their disciplines and the children in their 
charge. But it must be understood that the 
problems of the government schools are 
mostly systemic. 

The reason is that secular humanism is 
the prevailing “religion,” even if not for- 
mally the “established religion,” of Amer- 
ica’s public schools. This is clear from an 
examination of the various “Humanist 
Manifestos” produced over the years, in- 
cluding the first one of 1933, which was 
signed by John Dewey, considered the fa- 
ther of “progressive education.” Dewey, 
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John Dunphy echoed Dewey's view that the public 
schools constituted the best means of advancing 
secular humanism: “Iam convinced that the battle for 
humankind'’s future must be waged and won in the 
public school classroom by teachers that correctly 
perceive their role as proselytizers of a new faith.” 


an atheist and secular humanist, said the 
public schools were the institution through 
which social reform could take place, say- 
ing it was “the only sure method of social 
reconstruction.” 

Dewey was a founder of the League for 
Industrial Democracy, an organization that 
itself was an outgrowth of the Intercolle- 
giate Socialist Society. The student ver- 
sion of the league was known as Students 
for a Democratic Society, an organization 
that called anti-communism an obstruc- 
tion to democracy. 

The socialistic and atheistic themes of 
the first “Humanist Manifesto” were car- 
ried forth in the second “Humanist Mani- 
festo” of 1973. In that document, signer 
John Dunphy echoed Dewey’s view that 
the public schools constituted the best 
means of advancing secular humanism. 
“T am convinced,” Dunphy said, “that 
the battle for humankind’s future must be 


a ne 


Thinkstock 


Danger zone: Public schools are increasingly an importan 


waged and won in the public school class- 
room by teachers that correctly perceive 
their role as proselytizers of a new faith... 
The classroom must and will become an 
arena of conflict between the old and new 
— the rotting corpse of Christianity, to- 
gether with all its adjacent evils and mis- 
ery, and the new faith of humanism.” 

As the late Sam Blumenfeld, perhaps 
the premier historian of the public-school 
movement in America, wrote for THE 
NEw AMERICAN, “Although the U.S. Con- 
stitution forbids the creation of a national 
establishment of religion, the closest we 
have come to the creation of such an es- 
tablishment is that of Secular Human- 
ism, the worldview philosophy that now 
governs the curriculum of our tax-funded 
public schools.” 

What is the credo of this secular human- 
ism that has displaced the Judeo-Chris- 
tian model that until recently dominated 
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t part of the secular-progressive 


movement. For instance, school nurses often arrange the insertion of the Norplant birth control 
system, which is implanted under a child’s skin. Dr. Michael Ritze, an Oklahoma family physician, 
warns parents that the Norplant system can have serious health consequences, including strokes. 
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American society, and that Blumenfeld 
contended is the “worldview philosophy 
that now governs the curriculum of our 
tax-funded public schools?” 

The “Humanist Manifesto 2000” calls 
for a “global family,” while condemning 
what it calls “fundamentalist religions.” 
Instead, the document states, “The reali- 
ties of the global society are such that only 
a new Planetary Humanism can provide 
meaningful directions of the future.” 

As part and parcel of the humanist reli- 
gion, the “Manifesto” states, “The oppor- 
tunity for appropriate sexual education 
should be made available from an early 
age,” including instruction in “contra- 
ceptive techniques.” Also found in the 
“Manifesto” is a demand for the “theory 
of evolution and standards of ecology” to 
be studied. 

“We need to develop a new human 
identity — membership in the planetary 
community,” the Manifesto demands, ar- 
guing that such views be an important part 
of the curriculum of every public school. 
And these humanists are prepared to com- 
bat any effort to oppose this leftist agenda. 

It is logical that the public schools have 
degenerated into moral cesspools when 
one considers that God has been ejected 
from the classroom and that the teaching 
of immoral versions of sex education are 
taught there. With God removed from the 
equation, absolute truths have been re- 
placed by situational ethics and secular 
humanism. 

In Tulsa, Oklahoma, last year, a mother 
consented to a “field trip” for her daughter, 
only later to discover that the 16-year-old 
had been taken to a clinic where she re- 
ceived the Norplant contraceptive implant. 
According to interpretations of the Federal 
Title X, children as young as 12 are al- 
lowed to receive contraceptives without a 
parent’s consent. 

Dr. Michael Ritze, a family physician 
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Same educational sludge: Parents concerned about the Common Core curriculum in the public 
schools should be aware that many private schools, such as this Catholic school in New York, 
have bought into the regimentation associated with the Common Core “standards.” 


and a member of the Oklahoma House 
of Representatives, noted that Norplant 
can have several side effects, including 
strokes. “A school official cannot give 
a [minor] student an aspirin without the 
parent’s consent, but can take them out of 
school to get contraception,” Ritze added. 
Or even an abortion. 

Ritze commented on what seems to be 
the morally bankrupt attitude of the gov- 
ernment schools: “We know students are 
going to be promiscuous — like monkeys 
— so let them go out there and use a con- 
dom or other birth control or get an abor- 
tion if they get pregnant.” 

Casey Polczynski, who lives in central 
Virginia, was shocked when her kindergar- 
ten daughter came home and said that she 
now wanted to marry her friend — also a 
girl — when she grows up. She told her 
mother, “My teachers said boys can marry 
boys and girls can marry girls.” 


AS part and parcel of the humanist religion, the 
“Manifesto” states, “The opportunity for appropriate 
sexual education should be made available from 
an early age,” including instruction in “contraceptive 


techniques.” 
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Academics Take a Back 

Seat to Secular Humanism 

While the secular-progressives are deter- 
mined to keep any Christian worldview 
out of the public schools, they are very 
aggressive in their desire to inject their 
own secular positions into the classroom, 
and into the minds of the students. Up- 
dated textbooks that promote the LGBTQ 
lifestyle are expected to be unveiled in the 
public schools of California this fall. Text- 
book publishers were told to either con- 
form to California’s Fair Education Act, 
or lose out on the lucrative Golden State 
public-school textbook market. 

And because of the clout California 
wields in this area, due to its large pub- 
lic-school student population and cor- 
responding purchase of large numbers 
of textbooks, you can expect that these 
textbooks, which will lionize the “lesbian, 
gay, bisexual, transgender, and queer” 
lifestyle, will soon be in your local public 
school, as well. 

What exactly will students in the public 
schools learn from these textbooks? 

According to the Fair Education Act, 
California’s schoolchildren will learn 
about “diverse” families in the second 
grade, and eighth-graders will discuss 
“gender roles in the 19th century.” Final- 
ly, when students make it to their junior 
year in high school, their studies in his- 
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tory classes will include the LGBTQ “civil 
rights” movement. 

Teachers will not be able to get by with 
just a passing mention of LGBTQ. Don 
Romesburg, an associate professor at So- 
noma State University, who chairs the De- 
partment of Women’s and Gender Studies 
explained, “The scholars, LGBT advocates, 
educators, and students who were pushing 
for these changes wanted to make sure that 
there weren’t just token mentions of Har- 
vey Milk and Stonewall in the 11th grade.” 
(Emphasis added.) Milk was a city supervi- 
sor in San Francisco who was murdered in 
1978 by a disgruntled fired employee. The 
incident had nothing to do with Milk being 
an open, practicing homosexual, though 
his murder has been portrayed in that light; 
Mayor George Moscone was likewise mur- 
dered by the same ex-employee. Stonewall 
was the “gay bar” in New York City whose 
clientele fought back in the late 1960s dur- 
ing a police raid, thus marking the launch- 
ing of the so-called gay rights movement. 

Romesburg added, “We knew that, for 
both the sake of historical accuracy and 
for student education and school climate, 
it was important that all students learn 
about LGBT lives and history in elementa- 
ry, through middle, and into high school.” 
(Emphasis added.) 

Students will learn about LGBT com- 
munity as a part of family diversity in the 
second grade. 

“At this point,” Romesburg noted, “the 
California Department of Education has 
put itself on the leading edge of LGBT 
content in schools, and it [is] absolutely 
history-making and ground breaking. It’s 
light years ahead of where everyone else 
is at this point. And it will absolutely be 
a guide star for other states that want to 
bring their frameworks and curriculums 
into the 21st century.” While little chil- 
dren learn all the secular humanists want 
them to learn about LGBT, what about 
learning their ABC’s? 

According to the National Assessment of 
Education Progress (NAEP), which tested 
600,000 fourth- and eighth-graders in 2015, 
only 36 percent of fourth-graders were rated 
at or above proficiency in reading. Eighth- 
graders were even worse, at 34 percent. 
Math scores were similar, with 40 percent 
of fourth-graders at or above proficiency in 
that subject, compared to a dismal 33 per- 
cent of eighth-graders. California schools, 
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in particular, are atrocious, as journalist 
Alex Newman pointed out in his article “50 
Percent of California Kids Can’t Read” in 
telling about the state’s reading scores: 


The latest numbers from the Cali- 
fornia Department of Education tell 
a tragic tale. According to an analy- 
sis of the data by CALmatters, less 
than one fourth of black boys meet 
even the dumbed-down Common 
Core standards used by today’s gov- 
ernment schools. More than half of 
them scored in the lowest possible 
category, suggesting they are unable 
to read even the most basic material. 
Among Hispanic boys, less than 
a third met the dumbed-down govy- 
ernment standards in English. And 
among whites, while the numbers are 
slightly better, more than 40 percent 
failed to meet even the basic stan- 
dard. In every grade except 11th, less 
than 50 percent of students met the 
literacy standards, which again, are 
dumbed down to the extreme. 


Where does this leave the teacher who 
holds to a biblical worldview? They will 
either teach as heroic what the Bible teach- 
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Brainwashing edict: Don Romesburg, who chairs the Women’s and Gender Studies Department 


es as perversion, or they will be fired. And 
maybe even fined. 

And not just in California. The secular- 
ists intend for this to come to your state 
and to your local public elementary school 
as well. 


Public Schools Are Filled 

With Leftist Propaganda 

Not only are teachers bullied who resist 
the secularist agenda, in some cases, stu- 
dents are verbally abused by secularist 
teaches determined to advance a radical 
agenda. 

For example, James Coursey, a high- 
school philosophy teacher at Norman 
North High School in Oklahoma, recently 
stirred controversy when he told his class, 
“To be white is to be racist, period.” 

Coursey, who is white, expanded on his 
theme. “Am I racist? And I say, yeah. I 
don’t want to be. It’s not like I choose to 
be a racist, but I do things because of the 
way I was raised.” 

The teacher reportedly used a YouTube 
video about imperialism to make his point 
that all whites are racist. In the video, a 
man uses white-out on a globe as an illus- 
tration of the spread of European influence 
around the world. 


» . 


at Sonoma State University in California, was able to convince the state to require instruction 
about prominent homosexuals and other members of the LGBT community in history and social 


sciences, as early as the second grade. 
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Casey Polczynski, who lives in central Virginia, was 
shocked when her kindergarten daughter came home 
and said that she now wanted to marry her friend — 
also a girl — when she grows up. She told her mother, 
“My teachers said boys can marry boys and girls can 


marry girls.” 


One student at the school said the “all 
whites are racist” philosophy is a com- 
mon theme at the school — and it is al- 
most certain that students across the nation 
are subjected to such verbal floggings on 
a regular basis — in a public school sup- 
ported by taxpayer dollars. 

While white children are called names 
in Oklahoma and across the nation, par- 
ents and taxpayers in New York State 
are furious about a lesson that “promotes 
Islam,” and whitewashes terrorism. And 
this is not just one isolated school district 
— the program was promoted by the New 
York State Department of Education for 
use in the classroom. 

The right of Americans to keep and bear 
arms is also under assault in many public 
schools. Schools have suspended children 
for playing with Nerf guns on the school 
grounds, others for drawing a firearm, or 


even shaping their fingers as a gun and 
saying “bang!” 

Conservative critics also charge that 
authors of the Advanced Placement (AP) 
American History standards have as their 
goal to indoctrinate students to take a fa- 
vorable view of big government, as well 
as other important causes of the Left. The 
private (but federally subsidized) College 
Board is essentially developing a national- 
ized left-wing history curriculum. 

AP American History classes, offered 
in high school, allow students an opportu- 
nity to obtain college credit without hav- 
ing to take the class in college and pay tu- 
ition — thus making the course enticing 
to cost-conscious parents. Larry Krieger, 
a retired AP history teacher, is considered 
the man most responsible for calling at- 
tention to how these tests are being used 
to promote a secular-progressive agenda. 


Heil government! Arne Duncan, education secretary under the Obama administration, said, 
“Today, education is a global public good, unconstrained by national boundaries.” He thought 
there should be an even larger role for the federal government in education. 
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After examining the new “framework” 
of the revised curriculum, he was shocked. 
He said the AP framework “ignores the 
philosophical underpinnings of the Dec- 
laration.” Reading the practice questions 
and the proposed “correct” answers, 
Krieger said it was obvious that the intent 
was to indoctrinate students into a liberal, 
big-government viewpoint. For example, 
he noted a question that showed an image 
of a family living in poverty conditions, 
in which the student was asked to give an 
interpretive response as to what should be 
done about it. The “correct” answer, ac- 
cording to the College Board, was, “Gov- 
ernment should act to eliminate the worst 
abuses of industrial society.” A suggested 
answer, which was the “wrong” answer, 
according to the College Board was, 
“Capitalism free of government regulation 
would improve social conditions.” 

Krieger and other conservative critics 
found similar problems with the revised 
AP European History tests. 

Kids are essentially being propa- 
gandized to be believers in the secular- 
progressive agenda. They are not being 
taught to think critically, but rather are 
being propagandized into what to think, 
and automatically accept whatever they 
are told by these secular progressives. 
This is why no other viewpoint is allowed 
to even be heard by children on such top- 
ics as atheistic evolution and their pro- 
paganda on climate change. The schools 
are not going to teach Americanism, as 
defined by the Declaration of Indepen- 
dence — our Creator endowed us with 
certain rights and the purpose of govern- 
ment is to protect those rights. After all, it 
is considered “unconstitutional” to even 
teach that God exists. 


Common Core: Nationalizing Education 
Secular-progressives want to impose such 
viewpoints on all American children, not 
just those who take AP classes. The lat- 
est incarnation of this long-standing ef- 
fort is the Common Core State Standards 
(CCSS), designed so that every school in 
the nation will teach the same secular- 
progressive viewpoint. Probably because 
they know that there is still powerful re- 
sistance to a nationalized curriculum, pro- 
ponents of Common Core contend that 
the standards were created by the states 
themselves. They usually give the exam- 
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ple that the standards were written by the 
National Governors Association (NGA), 
and the Council of Chief State School Of- 
ficers (CCSSO). The names of these two 
organizations certainly make it sound as if 
it is the states that are responsible for the 
standards, and not the federal government. 

The truth, however, is very different. 

ACHIEVE, a nonprofit organization, 
produced the Common Core standards 
for the NGA and the CCSSO. The presi- 
dent of ACHIEVE is Michael Cohen, who 
was once a staffer for Bill Clinton when 
Clinton was governor of Arkansas. The 
National Governors Association, despite 
its title, is not dedicated to state sover- 
eignty. It is a private organization, funded 
by powerful corporate interests and indi- 
viduals such as Bill Gates, the left-wing 
head of Microsoft. 

The Constitution does not allow the 
federal government to mandate educa- 
tional standards or curriculum. However, 
because the federal government appropri- 
ates money to the states for use in their 
public schools, the feds can threaten to cut 
off those funds if the states do not com- 
ply with federal requirements. With the 
national testing tied to the Common Core 
standards, Common Core is, in effect, a 
national curriculum. 

Much has been written about the spe- 
cifics of the Common Core standards. For 
example, the English Language Arts stan- 
dards have drastically reduced the read- 
ing of literature, replacing classics with 
material such as industrial manuals. This 
pleases the corporate world that finances 
the NGA because they evidently believe it 
is more important to read instruction man- 
uals than great works of literature. Those 
who have read George Orwell’s classic 
dystopian novel 1984 might recall that 
the totalitarian government described in 
the story attempted to reduce vocabulary 
in order to “narrow the range of thought,” 
and thus lessen the chance that the popu- 
lace would rebel. 

Writing in On Liberty, British philoso- 
pher John Stuart Mill said there was a 
systemic problem with public schools: “A 
general State education is a mere contriv- 
ance for moulding people to be exactly 
like one another.” 

Totalitarians have always seized control 
of the schools. Karl Marx, writing in The 
Communist Manifesto, listed government- 
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homeschool. Common Core has only increased this national movement of homeschooling. 


controlled schools as one of his planks to 
achieve his dream of socialism. Not sur- 
prisingly, Hitler, Stalin, Castro, and other 
brutal dictators have always wanted con- 
trol of education in the hands of the central 
government. 

Arne Duncan, education secretary for 
President Barack Obama, was blunt when 
he spoke to UNESCO (the United Nations 
education agency) in 2010: “Today, educa- 
tion is a global public good unconstrained 
by national boundaries.” He added, “I’ve 
said that America is now in the midst of a 
‘quiet revolution’ in school reform. Before 
the 1960s, almost all policymaking and 
education funding was a state and local 
responsibility. The Obama administration 
has sought to fundamentally shift the fed- 
eral role.” 


Can the Public Schools Be “Saved”? 

Across the country, the secular humanists 
swing into action if their worldview’s mo- 
nopoly in the public schools is challenged. 
In Texas, a school nurse’s aide was even 
ordered to take down a Charlie Brown 
Christmas poster. The principal called it 
a violation of church and state, and said it 
might offend kids from other religions or 
those who do not have a religion. In Geor- 
gia, when a kindergarten student asked the 
teacher what Christmas was about, and the 
teacher responded that it was “Jesus’ birth- 
day,” the teacher was reprimanded — at 


the instigation of the Freedom From Reli- 
gion Foundation. 

The Good News Clubs, a popular after- 
school Christian ministry for elementary 
kids, have even been challenged by “After 
School Satan Clubs” demanding “equal 
time.” Of course, no such equal time is 
provided during the school day, when a 
Christian kid is told that his religion is full 
of fables and myths. These so-called satanic 
groups generally do not believe in a literal 
devil, but use Satan “as a metaphor for 
fighting religious tyranny and oppression.” 

Some, of course, argue that we should 
“take back the public schools,” rather than 
simply remove children from them. While 
political activity to improve the public 
schools can do some good at the margins, 
what should a family do in making deci- 
sions for their own kids? What can parents 
do who wish to protect their own children 
from being indoctrinated into a secular- 
progressive worldview? 

Many well-intentioned conservatives 
and libertarians have embraced tax-funded 
vouchers for private schools as a solution. 
The idea seems appealing because some 
of the parents’ tax dollars can be used in a 
private school of their choosing. But this 
is playing with fire. The problem is that 
this could prove to be the “trojan horse” 
to bring government control over private 
schools. In Wisconsin, a state that has 
a voucher program for private schools 
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Guided learning: Devin Fox is one of the many students at FreedomProject Academy (FPA). 
FPA combines some of the best features of homeschooling with the presence of a helpful, 
professional teacher whom a student can interact with in real time. 


known as Parental Choice Programs, 
the Wisconsin ESEA Flexibility Request 
reads, “All schools receiving state funds 
will be a part of the state accountability 
and support system.” In other words, pro- 
grams such as Common Core will be im- 
posed upon private schools in Wisconsin. 
If private schools are then just like public 
schools, what is the point? 

Parents should also be aware that many 
private schools, secular or religious, 
often use the same textbooks as the pub- 
lic schools. 

In other words, many private schools, 
including even many Christian and paro- 
chial schools, are just pale carbon copies 
of the public schools, with the exception 
that a religious class may be added in ad- 
dition to the standard Common Core cur- 
ricula. But there are also private schools 
that do offer a genuine alternative to 
public schools. And in addition to brick- 
and-mortar schools, there are also myriad 
homeschooling options. 


FreedomProject Academy: 

A Fresh Alternative 

One option we are particularly familiar 
with, and highly recommend, is Freedom- 
Project Academy (FPA), which is affiliat- 
ed with The John Birch Society, the parent 
organization behind THE NEw AMERICAN. 
FPA is a private, online K-12 school that 
does not accept any government funds. 
While not affiliated with any Christian 
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denomination, the school has adopted a 
definite Judeo-Christian worldview. 

Courses are delivered online through 
interactive classrooms to students around 
the world. The school is fully accredited, 
and it provides diplomas and transcripts. 
Founded in 2011, FreedomProject Acad- 
emy offers a first-rate, classical education 
that acquaints students with great litera- 
ture and the wisdom of the ages, includ- 
ing the principles of freedom that guided 
the Founding Fathers. According to its 
website, “FPA is happy to provide a fully 
accredited curriculum recognized for its 
authenticity and excellence, without any 
need to compromise our beliefs or high ac- 
ademic standards. FPA remains opposed to 
implementation of Common Core in pub- 
lic, private, and homeschool curricula, and 
will not tolerate it in our own classrooms.” 

The online classes of FPA are in real 
time, with live teachers and student inter- 
action, not recorded lessons. Students log 
in at specified times, have opportunities 
to ask questions, and are also called upon 
during class. 

FPA graduates 
have enrolled in 
higher education, 
have accepted in- 
ternships, and have 
entered the work- 
force. They are 
prepared to com- 
pete academically 
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FPA 


at an extremely high level, bolstered by 
an education centered on civics, econom- 
ics, writing, and math, and fortified by the 
Judeo-Christian values that are at the heart 
of the curriculum. 

Dr. Duke Pesta, the academic director 
for FPA, told THE NEw AMERICAN, “Many 
kids who take our placement exams end 
up joining FPA after spending a few 
years in private schools, where parents 
become frustrated with the cost of tuition 
and imposition of Common Core in the 
classroom.” The placement exams, which 
are given at no charge, help FPA deter- 
mine whether a student should be in, say, 
French I or French II. These tests are also 
utilized by many homeschooling families 
to monitor their children’s progress. 

Pesta added that FPA partners with pri- 
vate schools, homeschools, co-ops, and 
churches, delivering “our teachers and 
curriculum into their local communities,” 
giving families a quality, yet affordable, ed- 
ucation in safe spaces. He noted that “FPA’s 
reputation as a national leader in online 
K-12 education has provided a platform 
for us to offer national leadership in the 
fight against Common Core standards and 
the federalization of education. [FPA kids 
are] economically literate [and] schooled in 
the Constitution and founding documents. 
We are creating morally responsible, civic- 
minded thinkers, and we’re doing it without 
the help of the federal government.” 

The reason that some parents are reluc- 
tant to homeschool their own children is 
that they feel educationally inadequate, 
especially as their children grow older 
and need specialized instruction in more 
advanced subjects. For these parents, FPA 
might very well be the solution. 

And it is a safe bet that FPA will not 
be making use of history textbooks com- 
ing out of the California system of public 
schools. Ml 


To learn more about FreedomProject Academy, go 


to www.fpeusa.org. 
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CULTURE 


CUSSING & CULTURAL DECAY 


While cuss words are in a sense “just words,” the message they send signals anger, 
violence, hate, incivility, and close-mindedness. Cancel cuss words or see criminality. 


KYSCKLQU 


by Selwyn Duke 


man John Burton led a “F*** Donald 

Trump!” chant at California’s Demo- 
cratic Party convention in Sacramento two 
months ago. Kirsten Gillibrand (D-N.Y.) 
peppered her April New York Magazine 
profile with vulgarity, and DNC Chair- 
man Tom Perez does the same in his stump 
speeches, having a particular affinity for 
the s-word meaning leftist policy, or, as 
some might say, excrement. Talk about 
a party that’s starting to resemble the bar 
scene in Star Wars. 

Some may chalk this up to the unprec- 
edented hatred for the current president, 
and that certainly has made this behavior 
more palatable to many. Yet in reality, it is 
an inevitable result of our cultural decay. 

Recently I was at an all-male affair 
of mostly wealthy people; the vulgarity 
flowed like water. While at someone’s 


C alifornia Democratic Party Chair- 
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house during the same time, The Wizard 
of Lies (a film about Bernie Madoff) was 
on TV, and, not surprisingly, it was replete 
with curses. More tellingly, this low-grade 
habit has seeped into news and com- 
mentary, with even conservative sources 
often now using terms such as a**, crap, 
s***storm, and WTF (with everyone 
knowing the acronym’s meaning). Why, 
I had to pass up a writing opportunity 
with a certain rightist entity a while back 
because, ironically, one of the editorial 
requirements was that one use asterisk- 
worthy language. 

Many will call this much ado about 
nothing. One time after I treated this sub- 
ject, for example, a reader sent me an 
e-mail complaining that “we aren’t all 
Little Lord Fauntleroys.” Since this is 
a common sentiment among those con- 
fusing foul tongues with manliness, let’s 
consider what our first president and a 
true man’s man, George Washington, had 


Not just for drunken sailors anymore: 
Vulgarity has become so much a cultural norm 
that this art imitates life: Few today bat an eye 
when women swear — or when men swear 
around them. 


to say about the matter. On August 3, 
1776, he issued a general order, the sec- 
ond part of which stated: 


The General is sorry to be informed 
that the foolish, and wicked practice, 
of profane cursing and swearing (a 
Vice heretofore little known in an 
American Army) is growing into 
fashion; he hopes the officers will, 
by example, as well as influence, 
endeavour to check it, and that both 
they, and the men will reflect, that we 
can have little hopes of the blessing 
of Heaven on our Arms, if we insult 
it by our impiety, and folly; added 
to this, it is a vice so mean and low, 
without any temptation, that every 
man of sense, and character, detests 
and despises it. 


Joan of Arc, too, required the men lead- 
ing her army, and their underlings, to re- 
frain from swearing. Confederate general 
Thomas Jonathan “Stonewall” Jackson 
did likewise, once reprimanding a sol- 
dier for cursing at a mule (since the mule 
registered no objection); he is also quoted 
as having once said, “Nothing justifies 
profanity.” 

To many this will sound like a Church 
Lady concern, which some will slough 
off with, “Don’t we have bigger things to 
worry about? C’mon, they’re just words!” 
Yet most of us don’t really believe words 
are so inconsequential. People criticiz- 
ing even illustrative use of the “n-word” 
and other racial epithets certainly don’t 
believe it. Nor do those disgorging our 
whole regime of politically correct termi- 
nology or enacting hate-speech laws be- 
yond the United States. It’s not just left- 
ists, either. Those enforcing heresy laws 
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Some will slough it off with, “Don’t we have bigger 
things to worry about? C’mon, they’re just words!” 
Yet most of us really don’t believe words are so 
inconsequential. People criticizing even illustrative 
use of the “n-word’” and other racial epithets certainly 


don’t believe it. 


(in pagan civilizations as well, mind you) 
in ages past certainly believed words 
could be as powerful as weapons. And 
do we zealously defend our rights guar- 
anteed by the First Amendment because 
we think our utterances are “just words” 
or because we know “The pen is mightier 
than the sword”? 

So there may be a good reason to say 
or not say something, and some things are 
just matters of semantics. But the larger 
issue of the use of words is never much 
ado about nothing. 

Now, even most prolific users of vul- 
garity won’t appreciate its emanation from 


Potty mouth: Witnessing a young child spewing a string of curses would truly reveal its ugliness, 


certain mouths. Just consider the FCKH8. 
com feminist videos in which little girls, 
perhaps eight to 10 years old, are shown 
repeatedly swearing (mainly the f- and s- 
words) as they espouse feminist causes. 
Even at YouTube, hardly a bastion of ho- 
liness, the down-votes dwarf the number 
of up-votes. For when vulgarity is put in 
the most innocent mouths, we see its ugli- 
ness most clearly, just as dirt shows most 
readily on white. 

Of course, there are things adults can 
do that children shouldn’t, such as vot- 
ing, joining the military, entering into 
contracts, and driving; yet other things no 
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just as dirt shows up most readily on white. It places the matter in perspective: Swearing isn’t 
sanctified by passage through adult mouths — the mouths, though, are defiled. 


one should do, even though many view 
them as adult prerogatives, such as get- 
ting drunk, using illegal drugs, watching 
pornography — and cursing. Just think 
of some respected figure from your life, 
past or present, be the individual a kindly 
grandmother, a clergyman, or a respected 
teacher. Assuming he had a clean mouth 
to begin with, how would you react if 
you heard him swearing like a drunken 
sailor? Wouldn’t you be shocked? Might 
you even lose some respect? 

George Washington called swearing a 
vice “without any temptation” because, 
unlike with lust or gluttony, the urge 
to curse is relatively easy to resist. Yet 
it’s increasingly common for people not 
to resist but revel in it. As Christian- 
ity Today's Carolyn Arends wrote in the 
2013 article “The Trouble with Cussing 
Christians,” “It’s cool these days to be a 
Christian who swears. It gives the curser 
an ‘I’m into Jesus, but I’m not legalistic’ 
badge. A recent tweet about a behavioral 
study that linked swearing and honesty 
went viral among my church friends (al- 
though no one could produce a link to 
the actual study).” Of course, this just re- 
flects the wider society. It’s much as how 
people today often issue the disclaimer, 
“Look, I’m no prude” before criticizing 
an example of loosening sexual mores. 
We should be saying “Look, I’m no per- 
vert,” but in this highly sexualized time 
sin is in. And there’s social pressure to 
not be too pure of tongue just as there is 
to not be too pure of body. 

This trend is promoted by Hollywood, 
which delights in disgorging expletive- 
laden fare. Such influence is signifi- 
cant because entertainment engages the 
senses, influences fashions, and molds 
emotions. As with all of today’s social 
degradations, this then is given an intel- 
lectual veneer of legitimacy with spe- 
cious science. Aside from the behav- 
ioral-study reportage cited by Arends, 
just consider three articles from the last 
several years: 

¢ The BBC printed in 2016, “Swearing 
at work might be good for your career.” 

* Elite Daily gave us the 2014 gem, 
“Science F*cking Confirms It: 11 Reasons 
Cursing Is Good For The Soul.” 

¢ The piéce de résistance, however, 
was provided last year by the Lost An- 
geles Times: “Go ahead, curse in front 
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of your kids,” penned by UC San Diego 
professor of cognitive science Benjamin 
Bergen. 

The Zimes is just being consistent, 
though. It also published the 2013 article 
“Many researchers taking a different view 
of pedophilia,” which makes the case that, 
as is claimed about homosexuality, pedo- 
philia is yet another inborn “sexual ori- 
entation” that “does not change.” I guess 
the message is: Cursing and molestation 
— do it “for the children.” 

(Regarding this “research,” note that 
as I reported in “Blinding Me With Sci- 
ence: Fraud and Folly for Fame and 
Funding” [THE NEW AMERICAN, March 
2014], at least 15 percent of scientific 
papers today are fraudulent to some de- 
gree. Moreover, don’t count on the press 
to filter them. Most journalists know lit- 
tle about science and, more significantly, 
only care about making headlines — and 
eyebrow-raising, fringe pseudo-science 
fits the bill.) 

What we’re witnessing here is man’s 
common desire to justify himself. As 
to this, Arends mentions another com- 
mon line of thought, writing that many 
of her “friends point to the arbitrari- 
ness of the cuss-word system....‘What 
if table was a swear word?’ asked my 
daughter. ‘Or elbow?’... She has a point. 
There is something absurd about the des- 
ignation of particular words as profane.” 
Yes, she has a point — just not a good one. 

What if “boy” meant “girl”? (Then 
you’d have transgender lunacy.) Jok- 
ing aside, what if “table” meant “car” 
or “elbow” meant “table”? Then we’d 
say “table” when referencing a car and 
“elbow” when referencing a table. It isn’t 
hard to grasp. If “love” meant “hate,” “I 
love you” would mean “I hate you,” but 
do we consequently consider someone’s 
profession of love meaningless? We only 
would if we believed he didn’t mean it, 
that it really was “only words.” Or imag- 
ine a man accused of making terroristic 
threats saying to the judge, “C’mon, your 
honor. They’re just words. What if ‘kill’ 
meant ‘help’?!”’ 

Likewise, when then-Vice President 
Richard Nixon visited South America in 
the 1950s and flashed the “A-O.K.” sign, 
people were livid because it has scatologi- 
cal implications in their culture, perhaps 
being tantamount to flashing the middle 
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Verbal volley: That people are most likely to use vulgarity when livid and losing control reveals 
its true nature: verbal violence. Thus, the mainstreaming of profanity is the mainstreaming of 
violent talk, tantamount to a linguistic version of the “knock-out game.” 


finger. It’s too bad Nixon didn’t just know 
to say, “Relax, now, you rubes; don’t you 
realize symbols are all arbitrary?” 

The point is that while the labels as- 
signed may be arbitrary and vary with 
time and place, what they represent 
doesn t. Whatever term we use to refer- 
ence a table, killing, or sex, it is those 
things being referenced. So in defense of 
vulgarity, the arbitrariness argument is 
silly; it’s like saying a gift is irrelevant 
because it could be wrapped in many 
different kinds of paper; it’s to say that 
ideas should be ignored because of the 
variability of the symbols used to relate 
them, even though the ideas existed first 
and the only purpose of the symbols is to 
relate them. Then, if someone insults you 
with oblique language, would you accept 
his coy defense, “Hey, that’s not what I 
actually said” (deceitfully referencing a 
literal interpretation of his own words)? 
Or would you say, “Look, I know what 
you meant”? 

Note, too, that the arbitrariness argu- 
ment, logically analyzed, is an attack on 
language itself. What if “table” meant 
“elbow”? All words are arbitrary labels. 
So why is this skepticism about them only 
manifested when the matter is vulgarity? 


Because the motivation isn’t intellectual 
but emotional: With vulgarity, again, peo- 
ple have something they seek to justify. 

So the question now arises: What is 
meant when expressing vulgarity? Its na- 
ture is perhaps best revealed by examin- 
ing when people are most likely to use 
it: When they’re angry and lose control. 
When a man painfully stubs his toe, a ve- 
hicle runs into his brand-new car, or he’s 
facing off with a fellow challenging him 
in the street, the expletives are more likely 
to fly. This is when they’re uttered most 
passionately and constitute vulgarity in its 
purest form, and it is clear what it is: ver- 
bal violence. 

It’s born of a desire to lash out, to 
rage against the object of one’s ire, be 
it the table he stubbed his toe on or the 
man with whom he’s arguing. When you 
say “[Expletive] you!” or “You’re just a 
little [expletive],” it’s not constructive 
criticism or even any kind of substantive 
criticism. It’s a verbal punch. Much as 
with actual fisticuffs, it signals that the 
dialogue (in the sense of negotiation) has 
ended and the fighting has begun. This is 
why back-and-forth swearing often pre- 
cedes an actual fight: It can be an inter- 
mediate step to physical violence. 
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So what are we to make of the habit, 
so common today, of peppering regular 
conversation with vulgarity? Those guilty 
may generally be angry people, but for 
certain is that they’re injecting verbal vio- 
lence into regular conversation. Translat- 
ed, a vulgarity-infused sentence could be 
read as in the following example with the 
bracketed terms in place of the expletives: 
“That [punch] guy makes some good 
[kick] pizza.” It’s almost as if it’s a lin- 
guistic version of the “knock-out game,” 
with verbal violence used simply out of a 
perverse sense of fun. 

Perhaps George Washington’s, Joan of 
Arc’s, and Stonewall Jackson’s opposi- 
tion to vulgarity was informed by their 
Christian foundation. The Bible does 
state, after all, “But now put you also all 
away: anger, indignation, malice, blas- 
phemy, filthy speech out of your mouth” 
(Colossians 3:8). Jesus himself said, 
“Not that which goeth into the mouth de- 
fileth a man: but what cometh out of the 
mouth, this defileth a man.” Christian or 
not, though, there is good reason to heed 
these words. As John Adams put it, “The 
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only foundation of a free constitution is 
pure virtue.” 

Virtue, of course, means “good moral 
habits.” And the Founders all emphasized 
that “liberty cannot be preserved, if the 
manners of the people are corrupted,” as 
British martyr for republican government 
Algernon Sidney put it. Just as a vice- 
ridden man — hooked on drugs and al- 
cohol, indulging sexual perversion, and 
prone to violent outbursts — is viewed 
as on a downward spiral and destined for 
prison time or untimely death, is it dif- 
ferent with a vice-ridden civilization? Is 
it not destined for the prison and death 
of tyranny? 

Obviously, virtue involves more than 
purity of tongue. But this priority lies right 
in the middle of the counsel to be good in 
thought, word, and deed. Can we be a vir- 
tuous land, worthy of freedom, when ex- 
pressions reflecting the Deadly Sin of wrath 
litter our discourse? Is our downward moral 
spiral not reflected in, and exacerbated by, 
our downward spiral of language? More- 
over, is there really a convincing case for 
using vulgarity? Even if one is skeptical 


of this essay’s arguments, prudence would 
dictate erring on the side of caution. 

“We are what we repeatedly do. Ex- 
cellence is not an act, but a habit,” noted 
historian Will Durant. This applies to the 
habits known as virtue and vice as well. 
English philosopher Edmund Burke also 
explained, beautifully, a relevant princi- 
ple here: “Manners are of more impor- 
tance than laws. The law can touch us 
here and there, now and then. Manners 
are what vex or soothe, corrupt or pu- 
rify, exalt or debase, barbarize or refine 
us, by a constant, steady, uniform, in- 
sensible operation like that of the air we 
breathe in.” 

If we saw a group of children continu- 
ally spewing expletives, we'd likely con- 
sider it an ugly scene and testimonial to 
lost innocence (absence of sin). Yet as poet 
and playwright John Dryden said, “Men 
are but children of a larger growth” — and 
when God looks down on His children, 
aged vulgar mouths can’t seem any pret- 
tier. Thus would we do well to ponder a 
simple truth: Growing up shouldn’t mean 
growing ugly. Ml 
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The Dark History of Untrue Believers 


The past year’s rioting, assault, arson, and vandalism 
should surprise no one, for violence is the closest thing 
leftists have to an unchanging, ever-perpetuated tradition. 


by Selwyn Duke 


t’s July 14, 1789, and a monster is born. 

While the First U.S. Congress is meet- 

ing across the Atlantic, Frenchmen are 
storming the Bastille Saint-Antoine, a Pa- 
risian fortress used as a prison. It’s the first 
salvo in the French Revolution, an event 
that later would be portrayed (at least in 
U.S. government schools) as the Ameri- 
can Revolution with a French twist. But 
it is nothing of the sort. It’s every bit as 
revolutionary, no doubt — but also largely 
devolutionary. 

Where the Founding Fathers sought to 
devise a system of government with man’s 
nature in mind, the French revolutionaries 
planned to alter that nature. Where George 
Washington famously said, “To the dis- 
tinguished character of Patriot, it should 
be our highest glory to add the more dis- 
tinguished character of Christian,” the 
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French revolutionaries worked to violent- 
ly de-Christianize their nation. Where our 
second president, John Adams, cautioned 
that our “Constitution was made only fora 
moral and religious people. It is wholly in- 
adequate to the government of any other,” 
the French Revolution’s doctrines served 
to make the French people the “other,” 
seeking not just liberty but license. Where 
our Founders argued but negotiated (and 
had the occasional duel), the French revo- 
lutionaries ultimately ate not just enemies 
but their own, with the “Reign of Terror” 
claiming tens of thousands of lives, in- 
cluding that of their most (in)famous fig- 
ure and leading voice, Maximilien Robes- 
pierre. They are the first leftists. 

In fact, the political senses of the terms 
“Left” and “Right” originate with the 
French Revolution, with supporters of the 
king seated to the right of the president 
in its National Assembly and republicans 


The ideology of peace? French revolutionary 
Maximilien Robespierre opposed the death 
penalty, until he could use it against political 
opponents. Likewise, today’s situational-values 
leftists preach non-violence — but only when 
it feels right. When opposing President Trump, 
it obviously doesn't. 


(those wishing to create a republic, as 
they called it) situated to his left. Today, 
of course, rightists aren’t monarchists be- 
cause monarchy isn’t the status quo — but, 
whatever the status quo is, rightists defend 
it. As for leftists, well, they’re still tearing 
the status quo down, which usually means 
tearing down civilization. And this still in- 
volves a “demolition of the Bastille,” as 
destroying institutions, whether physical 
or social fixtures, is their specialty. 

We saw this with the anti-Donald 
Trump riots, in which often-masked mis- 
creants looted, vandalized and burned 
property, and attacked the presidents’ sup- 
porters. The Antifa movement grew out 
of this spirit and, ironically, its members 
act like Brownshirts while claiming to be 
involved in anti-fascist action (of which 
the group’s name is a contraction). Then 
there’s Black Lives Matter, a movement 
whose deceit-based agitation has led 
to “revenge” attacks on whites and the 
deaths of police officers; this is enabled, 
of course, by a complicit left-wing media. 
One commentator, Los Angeles radio host 
Douglas V. Gibbs, even believes that the 
Left is “in full preparation for social and 
economic collapse, or a violent revolu- 
tion,” as WND.com reported in January. 

Whatever the case, the current unrest is 
no accident. Last year, James O’Keefe’s 
group Project Veritas, whose mission is 
to investigate and expose corruption, un- 
covered a Democrat scheme to incite vio- 
lence at Trump rallies. Caught on hidden 
camera, Democrat operative Scott Foval 
outlined an operation — allegedly ap- 
proved by Hillary Clinton — in which he 
and fellow agitators went so far as to pay 
mentally ill people to instigate trouble. 
He even unabashedly proclaimed, “We’re 
starting anarchy here.” 

This becomes relatively easy when 
millions of “useful idiots” are condi- 
tioned to hate their civilization, to be- 
lieve their highest calling is to effect its 
destruction. Today this is accomplished 
via attacks on Christianity and religion in 
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AS Stalin put it, “We will destroy each and every 
enemy, even if he was an old Bolshevik; we will 
destroy all his kin, his family.” 


general, attacks on Western tradition, eco- 
nomic freedom, and once-iconic Ameri- 
can historical figures (e.g., Founders); 
and inculcation with “white privilege 
theory,” feminism, radical environmen- 
talism, multiculturalism, moral relativ- 
ism, and every other ism that strikes at 
Americanism. Of course, revisionist his- 
tory is also deployed because, as George 
Orwell wrote in 1984, “Who controls the 
past controls the future: who controls the 
present controls the past.” (“The Found- 
ers were all Deists, don’t you know?!” At 
least, that’s what we may hear when not 
being told they were all secularists.) Yet 
this, too, is just history repeating itself. 

A bit like the Taliban and Islamic State, 
the French revolutionaries sought to erase 
the past insofar as it con- 
flicted with their doctrines. 
Unlike the Taliban and Is- 
lamic State, this meant 
wiping the slate clean vir- 
tually completely. So they 
created a Republican Cal- 
endar (which bore a resem- 
blance to the old Egyptian 
solar one) designed to sup- 
plant our Gregorian calen- 
dar, thus named because 
it was introduced by Pope 
Gregory XIII in 1582. 
Their calendar started his- 
tory anew, with 1789 being 
its first year. It included 12 
months, each having three 
10-day weeks that exclud- 
ed the Lord’s Day. In fact, 
when the calendar’s chief 
architect, Charles-Gilbert 
Romme, was asked what 
its primary purpose was, 
he replied, “To abolish 
Sunday.” 

So these republicans 
weren’t exactly the family- 
values variety. Moreover, 
including the attack on 
Christianity, they would set 
a pattern that would typify 
leftist movements to come. 
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¢ Hypocrisy: Robespierre was an ar- 
dent death-penalty foe — until he gained 
power and became an author of the Reign 
of Terror. 

¢ Destructive government regulation: 
The French revolutionaries instituted price 
controls on food and other items. 

«A movement of the rich masquerading 
as a revolt of the poor: Just as Vladimir 
Lenin hailed from a wealthy middle-class 
family and had a father with the bestowed 
status of “hereditary nobleman,” the 
French Revolution “began among wealthy 
nobles and professionals,” according to 
Princeton professor of French history 
David A. Bell. 

¢ Advancement of perversion: The Mar- 
quis de Sade (from whose name the term 


Wiping away the glories of the past — so people can’t repeat them: The 
first “leftists,” the radical French revolutionaries, sought to erase Christianity by 
creating their own calendar. 


“sadism” is derived) joined and influenced 
the revolution, providing it the theory of 
“revolutionary pansexualism,” says histo- 
rian Professor Roberto de Mattei. 

In a nutshell, the French revolutionar- 
ies were a Left that had left reason. None- 
theless, like today’s liberals they loved 
speaking of reason (of course, there are 
now cutting-edge leftists who may say 
it’s a Western construct); why, they even 
created a new national religion literally 
dubbed the “Cult of Reason.” History 
writer Geri Walton provided some detail 
last year: 


Bringing this civic religion to frui- 
tion culminated in a celebration 
known as the Festival of Reason 
(F’éte de la Raison). The first festi- 
val was scheduled for 10 November 
1793. Festival fétes were to be held 
in Bordeaux and Lyons, but the larg- 
est féte and ceremony was scheduled 
at the cathedral of Notre Dame in 
Paris. Furthermore, the 
Bishop of Paris [who 
was never appointed or 
considered legitimate 
by the Vatican] and the 
clergy were to attend. 
They were to publicly 
renounce “their belief 
and functions as min- 
isters of the Catholic 
Church, declaring that 
henceforth they would 
recognise no public 
worship but that of lib- 
erty, equality, and fra- 
ternity.” 

In Paris, the cathe- 
dral of Notre Dame was 
renamed the Temple of 
Reason and turned into 
a theatre. The Christian 
altar was dismantled 
and an altar to Liberty 
was raised. The Nation- 
al Convention attended 
the celebration as a 
body.... The opening 
words were given by a 
Prussian nobleman who 
was instrumental in the 
French Revolution. His 
name was Anacharsis 
Clootz. Clootz declared 
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that the Republic would contain 
but “one God only, Le Peuple [the 
People].” 


During this ceremony a costumed 
Goddess of Reason, who portrayed 
liberty, was to be worshiped as girls 
in white Roman dress and colorful 
sashes circulated around her. 

Not surprisingly, in typical left- 
ist shifting-the-goalposts style, 
the Cult of Reason endured as the 
official religion for only a year or 
two, at which point an outraged 
Robespierre replaced it with his 
own deistic “Cult of the Supreme 
Being.” He then used this religious 
issue as a pretext for denouncing 
and executing radical leftist de- 
Christianizers not in his camp, 
but it would contribute to his own 
downfall. His cult would enjoy 
state-religion status for a mere 
month and a half — until Robe- 
spierre himself was put under the 
guillotine on July 28, 1794. 

This theme would recur through- 
out leftism’s history. For example, 
among the approximately 20 mil- 
lion people murdered by Soviet 
leader Joseph Stalin were many 
old Bolsheviks whose only sin (aside 
from the sin of embracing Marxism) 
was not being new Bolsheviks. As Stalin 
put it, “We will destroy each and every 
enemy, even if he was an old Bolshevik; 
we will destroy all his kin, his family.” 
This mentality claimed even Marxist 
theorist Nikolai Bukharin and, most no- 
tably, Leon Trotsky, who found death the 
thanks he received for having engineered 
the transfer of all political power to the 
Soviets. In leftist circles, you see, it’s 
very hard to remain the New Man the 
Next Day. 

One individual learning this the hard 
way is Evergreen State College biology 
professor Bret Weinstein. Despite being 
a Bernie Sanders and Occupy Wall Street 
supporter, Weinstein recently found him- 
self accused of “racism” by a lynch mob 
of activist students who, as of this writing, 
control the campus of his Olympia, Wash- 
ington, institution. His sins? 

He had objected to hiring faculty based 
on racial quota and to a “Day of Absence” 
in which the rabble-rousers demanded all 
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A Bernie Sanders leftist, Evergreen State College professor 
Bret Weinstein is learning what happens when progressivism 
progresses beyond you: Radical students are branding him a 
“racist” and targeting him for destruction. 


white faculty, staff, and students leave the 
campus. 

Weinstein was confronted May 23 by 
approximately 50 students who demanded 
his resignation. In addition, reported the 
Olympian May 28, “‘They imagine that I 
am a racist and that I am teaching racism 
in the classroom,’ said Weinstein about the 
Evergreen student protesters. ‘And that 
has caused them to imagine that I have no 
right to speak, and that I am harming stu- 
dents by the very act of teaching them.’” 
Weinstein says that the students are threat- 
ening violence unless their demands are 
met. (Among other things, they want man- 
datory “sensitivity training” [read: brain- 
washing] for faculty and staff.) And in 
fact, Weinstein was forced to hold classes 
off campus after the police, who’ve been 
ordered to stand down, raised concerns 
about his safety. 

Then there’s liberal commentator Juan 
Williams, fired by National Public Radio 
after admitting on an October 2010 edi- 
tion of The O'Reilly Factor that he does 
get “nervous” when seeing people in tra- 


ditional Muslim garb on a plane. 
Of course, the preceding were 
examples of men losing a space 
(temporarily) and a job, not their 
lives. But note that, generally 
speaking, history teaches that the 
Left’s murderous tendencies are 
commensurate not with its will, 
but its means. 

While the French devolution set 
the stage, it was the 20th century 
that would be most punctuated by 
leftist violence. The Bolsheviks 
followed their Russian Revolution 
and 1918 execution of the Imperial 
Romanov family with the murder 
of tens of thousands of “enemies 
of the people,” including more 
than 10,000 Cossacks. The para- 
noid Stalin killed many millions 
during his 30-year reign, includ- 
ing approximately 10 million dur- 
ing the government-engineered 
(and perhaps genocidal) Ukrainian 
famine known as Holodomor. All 
told, the Soviets killed at least 20 
million people. 

Communist Chinese leader Mao 
Tse-tung, who once said, “Com- 
munism is not love. Communism 
is a hammer which we use to crush 
the enemy,” dwarfed this number, mur- 
dering approximately 60 million during 
his 31-year rule. Cambodian communist 
leader Pol Pot certainly lived up to his 
philosophy: “Better to kill an innocent by 
mistake than spare an enemy by mistake.” 
His Khmer Rouge exterminated one-fifth 
to one-third of their nation’s population 
(1.4 to 2.2 million) between 1975 and 
1979. Other Marxist countries such as 
Bulgaria, Romania, East Germany, Cuba, 
Vietnam, Ethiopia, and Hungary, though 
less prolific, also contributed to the 20th- 
century Marxist body count of 94 to 110 
million. In North Korea, where the Kim 
clan has taken more than one million lives, 
the carnage continues to this day. 

Less historically apparent (more eas- 
ily revised) are the times leftism made a 
violent power grab but failed. Just con- 
sider the pre-Spanish Civil War Spain of 
the 1930s. While we hear much about the 
supposedly fascist forces that won the 
war and the Francisco Franco government 
that ultimately assumed power, the real- 
ity is that the Left initiated the violence. 


evergreen.edu 
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After the 1931 elections saw the creation 
of the leftist “Second Spanish Republic,” 
anti-clerical legislation was enacted; this 
included the nationalization of virtually 
all church property. In May 1931, ap- 
proximately 100 churches and convents 
were burned with the tacit approval of 
the government. Partially as a result of 
this, what’s viewed as a center-right co- 
alition won the Spanish elections in the 
fall of 1933. And here’s the part that will 
sound familiar: The Left wouldn’t accept 
this democratic determination — and re- 
sponded with violence. 

Consequently, a revolutionary com- 
munist/anarchist uprising was launched 
in 1934. It was quelled, but leftist agita- 
tion didn’t end there. And it would spark 
a bloody war costing half a million lives. 

The leftist propensity toward violence 
is unsurprising. Note that German politi- 
cal theorist Karl Marx himself prescribed 
it, writing in an 1848 newspaper article 
that “there is only one way in which the 
murderous death agonies of the old so- 
ciety and the bloody birth throes of the 
new society can be shortened, simpli- 
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fied and concentrated, and that way is 
revolutionary terror.” Yet there are also 
deeper reasons for the Left’s any-means- 
necessary mentality. 

One irony of Western influence on 
the East — something about which the 
Chinese often gripe — is that, the Opium 
Wars and Admiral Matthew Perry aside, 
Asians have so often voluntarily adopted 
the worst the West had to offer. Mao and 
other Eastern Reds were, of course, aping 
(the likely mentally ill) Karl Marx. As for 
the Khmer Rouge, they did likewise and 
also took a leaf out of the French revo- 
lutionaries’ book, nixing the traditional 
calendar and attempting to start history 
anew with their “Year Zero.” They in ad- 
dition were influenced by a later French 
“revolutionary,” a man named Jean-Paul 
Sartre. 

Capitalism Magazine rightly labeled 
Sartre, an existentialist pseudo-philoso- 
pher, “The Intellectual Henchman of Ty- 
rants.” As the magazine wrote last year, 
even in France “Sartre called for violent 
overthrow of bourgeoisie society. During 
the Algerian war he supported the kill- 


Fake news didn’t start with CNN: Leftist violence had its enablers. Sexually depraved, drug- 
addled New York Times Moscow correspondent Walter Duranty shrugged off Stalin’s violence — 
such as the government-created Holodomor famine — often saying, “You can’t make an omelet 
without breaking eggs.” 


ing of Europeans. In his preface to Frantz 
Fanon’s The Wretched of the Earth, Sar- 
tre wrote: ‘It is necessary to kill. To shoot 
down a European is to kill two birds with 
one stone, to eliminate at the same time 
an oppressor and oppressed.’” Capital- 
ism further informs, “In The Critique of 
Dialectical Reason, Sartre has denied in- 
dividualism — he asserts that freedom is 
only possible when men act collectively 
and that it is the moral duty of the gov- 
ernment to impose collectivism through a 
reign of terror.” 

Yet these visible calls to violence 
are less significant than the seeds that 
lay deeper. As Capitalism also tells us, 
“It is not surprising that Sartre inspired 
and supported tyrannical leftist regimes 
such as the Soviet Union, Khmer Rouge, 
Castro’s Cuba and others.... His existen- 
tialism is based on the principle of the 
meaninglessness of existence and it of- 
fers a nihilistic account of liberty — in- 
stead of freedom from the government, 
existentialism proposes freedom from 
reality. When someone denies reality, 
he can close his eyes to the terror and 
bloodshed, and become an apologist for 
the worst dictatorships.” 

He also can justify anything. As Sartre 
wrote in his 1946 existentialism apologia 
“Existentialism Is a Humanism”: 


The existentialist is strongly opposed 
to a certain type of secular moralism 
which seeks to suppress God at the 
least possible expense.... The exis- 
tentialist ... finds it extremely embar- 
rassing that God does not exist, for 
there disappears with Him all pos- 
sibility of finding values in an intel- 
ligible heaven. There can no longer 
be any good a priori, since there is 
no infinite and perfect consciousness 
to think it. It is nowhere written that 
“the good” exists, that one must be 
honest or must not lie, since we are 
now upon the plane where there are 
only men. Dostoevsky once wrote: 
“If God did not exist, everything 
would be permitted”; and that, for 
existentialism, is the starting point. 
Everything is indeed permitted if 
God does not exist. 


Sartre went on to say that “man is free, 
man is freedom.” Of course, he wasn’t 
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speaking of freedom from government 
but from God, from any moral con- 
straints whatsoever. He said that if God 
does not exist, we aren’t “provided with 
any values or commands that could le- 
gitimise our behaviour” — or that could 
delegitimize it. 

In other words, “Since there’s no God, 
who’s to say what is right or wrong? 
Don’t impose your values on me!” as the 
stale refrains go. This is the kind of phi- 
loso-babble that has swept society and, as 
my regular readers know, about which I 
so often warn. It was expressed by Ger- 
man pseudo-philosopher Friedrich Nie- 
tzsche, who influenced the Nazis, when 
he insisted, “You have your way. I have 
my way. As for the right way, the correct 
way, and the only way, it does not exist.” 
It was articulated concisely by British 
occultist Aleister Crowley when stating, 
“Do what thou wilt shall be the whole 
of the law.” It has, in fact, been said by 
so many in so many ways and is so ma- 
levolently seductive that a majority now 
believe “morality” is all relative. And 
why not? The best way to justify one’s 
sins is with a worldview stating there are 
no sins. Of course, this means it can’t be 
wrong for a criminal on the corner to kill 
a man — or a criminal in government to 
kill one million. 

Another reason leftism breeds vio- 
lence is that, detached from reality, left- 
ists develop programs that can only work 
if man’s nature is trumped or changed. 
Communism, for instance, is under 
Marxist doctrine a stage in which the 
government has melted away and people 
live harmoniously and voluntarily in a 
state of economic equality and bliss. Of 
course, man’s nature makes this laugh- 
ably impossible. Yet note that Marx him- 
self denied the existence of man’s nature, 
once writing that “the human essence has 
no true reality.” This is why the Soviets 
embraced as a state-sponsored theory 
Lysenkoism, which preached the herita- 
bility of acquired traits (e.g., if you ren- 
der a plant leafless via plucking, its de- 
scendants will inherit that quality). The 
thinking is: If a physical alteration can 
be inherited, so can a mind alteration — 
then utopia can be possible. (Note that 
Lysenkoism’s founder, Soviet agronomist 
Trofim Lysenko, denounced good biolo- 
gists as, among other things, “haters of 
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Authors of destruction: While feminist Simone de Beauvoir (left) said women should be 

prohibited from staying home with their children, her beau, Jean-Paul Sartre (right), was even 
more destructive. He encouraged violence and spread the notion that since God doesn’t exist, 
“averything is indeed permitted.” 


people” and as “fascist.” Sound familiar? 
Many of them ended up dying in gulags, 
mind you.) 

Yet equality itself — a common leftist 
theme — is wholly unnatural. As I wrote 
at the Observer in February: 


Where is it witnessed in the natural 
world? Some species are more domi- 
nant than others, with those unsuited 
to survival becoming extinct. There’s 
variation in size, strength, speed and 
hardiness even within a species. Re- 
lated to this, there are dominant ani- 
mals and subordinate ones, examples 
being how one lion rules his pride, 
one silverback gorilla runs his troop 
and how chickens really do have a 
pecking order. 

Would the family of man, some- 
how, be this earthly norm’s one ex- 
ception? Humans display tremen- 
dous naturally-induced inequality, 
encompassing the brilliant and the 
brainless, the comely and the home- 
ly and leaders and followers. This 


isn’t surprising given that, even just 
when having one child, there is es- 
sentially an infinite number of pos- 
sible combinations. 


So leftists are in the position of fighting 
nature and, as I also wrote, just “imagine 
the kind of intrusiveness and bizarre con- 
trol necessary to eliminate inequalities in 
a lion pride or brood of chickens. Is it any 
different with man? Endeavoring to stamp 
out people’s natural inequality requires an 
all-encompassing state that’s authoritarian 
enough to attempt to micromanage mil- 
lions of lives and thwart nature. It also not 
only fails, but leaves civilization with a 
small group of privileged wealth-control- 
lers in government who, as George Orwell 
put it, are ‘more equal than others.’” 
More-equal types are always less chari- 
table, and this brings us to another cause of 
their murderous spirit. No one likes having 
his plans ruined; it can be maddening. But 
what happens when your plans are so im- 
practical, as Marxist plans (and leftist ones 
in general) are, that they’ ll inevitably be 
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“ruined by man’s nature”? Moreover, how 
will you respond to this when you believe 
that this nature is malleable or doesn’t 
exist at all? 

You externalize and blame for your 
scheme’s failure the poor saps on whom 
you foisted it. 

“How dare you not be good enough to 
make my plan work!” is the thinking (feel- 
ing). “How dare you require a profit motive 
to be industrious! And if you won’t become 
the New Man and enable the new scheme, 
you’ll suffer till you do — or die with the 
old order.” The reasoning will not be oth- 
erwise because these leftists are thoroughly 
invested, heart, mind, soul, and ego, in their 
misbegotten ideology. They can’t blame 
their medicine because they’re married to 
it, so they must blame the patient. 

In reality, the Left’s godlessness and cor- 
relative moral relativism/nihilism ensure 
violence. After all, if you and I disagree 
but believe in Moral Truth, we can use it as 
arbiter. We can meet and say, “Alright, let’s 
discuss matters; maybe we’ll learn that one 
or both of us is wrong,” using as a yard- 
stick that eternal guide above us, Truth. But 


when the only yardstick we have lies within 
— one’s values, as determined by his emo- 
tions, his ego — what is our recourse? You 
can’t change my emotions and ego and I 
can’t change yours, and why should I yield 
to you? You’ re just a person, same as I. 

This mentality was evidenced by the 
aforementioned Evergreen State College 
leftists. When Professor Weinstein said he 
wanted to have a dialogue, one “student” 
responded, “We are not speaking on terms 
— on terms of white privilege. This is not 
a discussion. You have lost that one.” And 
that’s that. Where do you go from there, 
but to the mat? When “Do what thou wilt” 
is your only guiding principle and two 
contrary wills meet, there is only one way 
to settle matters: fight. 

This is why the common leftist warn- 
ing, that moral “absolutism” leads to an 
unbending mentality begetting violence, 
is the precise opposite of reality. Miscon- 
ceptions about Moral Truth (as advanced 
by Islam, for instance) can be destructive, 
but there’s nothing more dangerous than 
the misconception that there is no Truth. 
After all, if everything is just a matter of 


American 
Appliance 


Serving Salt Lake Valley, Utah 


Appliances ¢ Heating ¢ Air Conditioning 


(801) 254-2566 


— Thomas Jefferson 


“perspective” and therefore mere prefer- 
ence, why not rape or steal? Who’s to say 
it’s wrong? And whether you kill one or 
one million, why trouble over terminat- 
ing inconvenient organic robots, those 
soulless, chemicals-and-water entities 
absolutists may call children of God? 
Besides, without God as the source 
of right and wrong, people so often play 
god and become that source in their own 
eyes, as with arch-leftist billionaire George 
Soros, who once said, “I fancied myself as 
some kind of god ... creator of everything, 
but I feel comfortable about it now since 
I began to live it out.” For when people 
conclude everything is relative, what often 
happens in practice is that everything be- 
comes relative to themselves. They con- 
form perfectly to their “moral standard” 
because, of course, it’s just a reflection of 
themselves. Since no one is a carbon copy 
of them, however, nobody else measures up 
to their “perfection.” Others thus become 
frustratingly flawed creatures, seen by the 
self-styled god as little ants, there to work, 
build, obey, and, when the program de- 
mands it, be unceremoniously smitten. Il 
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WORLD WAR I — 
THE WAR ON WESTERN CIVILIZATION 


The “Great War,” largely a result of England’s intent to squash its new rival, was fostered by 
American politicians and financiers. The result: millions dead and political chaos. 


WORLD 
REMADE 


AMERICA IN WORLD WAR I 


by Steve Byas 


The World Remade: America in World 
War I, by G. J. Meyer, New York: Bantam 
Books, 2016, 576 pages, hardcover. 
S saster of the 20th century. The First 
World War resulted in the fall of the 
Habsburg, Romanov, and Hohenzollern 
dynasties in Europe, and was largely re- 
sponsible for bringing to power fascism in 
Italy, national socialism in Germany, and 
communism in Russia. It also unleashed 
the slumbering forces of aggressive Islam 
with the dismemberment of the Ottoman 
Empire. Even the victorious powers expe- 


rienced fundamental changes in the way 
their populations looked at government, 


ome have called it the greatest di- 
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and became more accepting of govern- 
ment “directing” their personal lives. In 
the aftermath of the Great War, the move 
away from American independence and 
sovereignty and toward a global govern- 
ment — something few Americans would 
have even considered before American 
entry — burrowed itself deeply into the 
upper echelons of both the American gov- 
ernment and society. 

The drift toward this tragic affair did not 
begin with the unfortunate assassination of 
the Archduke of Austria, Franz Ferdinand, 
by a member of the Black Hand terrorist 
group, but years earlier, as documented by 
G. J. Meyer, a popular historian who has 
taught writing and literature at several col- 
leges in the United States. 

While Meyer does not excuse Germa- 
ny’s role in the war, he makes a convincing 
case that the principal instigators were to 
be found westward — in the United King- 
dom — and he demonstrates that much of 
the blame for the war’s continuing as long 
as it did can be fairly placed on the shoul- 
ders of President Woodrow Wilson and his 
chief confidant, “Colonel” Edward House. 

The seeds of the war were planted in 
the late 1800s, after the creation of the 
German Empire in 1871 and its rapid as- 
cension as an economic power to compete 
with the British. This fear of Germany was 
fed by a British press that insinuated that 
there existed “German plots to conquer 
the United Kingdom.” As Meyer states, 
“Seventeen years before the start of the 
war, London’s Daily Mail ran a series of 
articles about Germany with the lurid title 
“Under the Iron Heel.’” Even in America, 
“Germany’s traditional image as a land of 
... philosophers and musicians, began to 
give way to something harder and darker.” 

For a generation, the British public was 
fed a steady diet of propaganda about the 
evils of Germany, ramping up to a frenzied 
level when the war began in August 1914. 
“Soon the cables were abuzz with reports 


of the enormities being committed by the 
Hun as he raped and murdered his way 
across Belgium. German soldiers cut off 
the hands of every Belgian boy they could 
catch.... The same soldiers took particular 
pleasure in cutting off the breasts of the 
maidens they had gang-raped in public, 
and in crucifying nuns and prisoners of 
war. Buckets overflowed with the eyeballs 
of blinded Belgians.” 

These gross fabrications were intended, 
of course, to rouse the British public to 
see the war as a war of good (the British) 
against evil (the Germans). It also had an- 
other intended target — the United States. 
The French and the British made sure that 
American minds were not “polluted” with 
the German point of view by cutting the 
transatlantic cables found on the floor of 
the North Sea next to Germany. Although 
pictured as a military goliath intent on 
conquering as much of the Earth’s surface 
as it could, the Germans and the Austri- 
ans actually spent less than the British, the 
French, and the Russians on armaments. 
“If Russia had had no allies, her army 
alone would have outnumbered those of 
Germany and Austria-Hungary together 
by hundreds of thousands of troops.” 

Britain’s advantage in the war was their 
navy, and they used it to place a block- 
ade upon Germany. Food was added to 
the British list of “contraband” material 
subject to seizure by that navy. Winston 
Churchill, Britain’s first lord of the admi- 
ralty, was blunt in stating the British goal 
was to “starve the whole population — 
men, women and children, old and young, 
wounded and sound — into submission.” 
The desire to break that blockade led to 
the Germans to make use of “unrestricted 
submarine warfare.” 

Wilson was fanatical on the issue that 
American citizens could “travel in safety 
wherever they wished, even on the ships 
of nations at war, even when those ships 
were transporting war materiel, even in 
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declared war zones.” Meyer argues, “The 
simplest and most obvious solution to the 
whole problem would have been to require 
citizens to traverse the war zone in neu- 
tral ships only, but the president brushed it 
aside as unworthy. Such a remedy, he said, 
was dishonorable, craven, and an aban- 
donment of American rights and therefore 
out of the question.” 

In stark contrast, Meyer noted, Presi- 
dent George Washington declared in 1793 
that American merchant ships delivering 
“contraband of war” to nations at war 
“will not receive the protection of the 
United States.” 

As the war dragged on, with thousands 
and finally millions of soldiers perishing 
along hundreds of miles of a mostly static 
western front (the Germans made signifi- 
cant advances on the eastern front against 
the Russians), the Germans repeatedly 
sent out “peace feelers,” and made several 
attempts to get the United States to bro- 
ker an end to the conflict. Instead of doing 
so, the American government was letting 
the British government know America’s 
public “neutrality” meant nothing. As 
Meyer said, “In London [Colonel] House 
and [U.S. Ambassador Walter] Page were 
offering oral assurances that the Wilson 
administration would do whatever might 
prove necessary to save the Entente from 
defeat. The Entente powers, therefore, 
could proceed with confidence — with 
impunity — to do whatever they thought 
necessary for victory.” 

Colonel House even wrote in his diary 
that he hoped the war would go on until 
the Entente forces were strong enough “to 
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make demands of Germany and get those 
demands met.” 

Meyer explores multiple reasons for 
the bias of the American government for 
the British. Among the more interesting 
is his narrative of Wilson’s ties to Wall 
Street, particularly with American finan- 
cier J.P. Morgan. The monetary support 
that Morgan gave to Teddy Roosevelt’s 
third-party effort for president in 1912, 
after the incumbent, William Howard 
Taft, opposed the Morgan-backed cre- 
ation of the Federal Reserve Bank, is 
fairly well known. But why would an 
American banker have such an interest 
in a fairly obscure American academic, 
Woodrow Wilson? While exactly how 
Morgan even became aware of a his- 
tory professor at Princeton is not clear, 
in 1902, when Wilson was installed as 
the university’s president, Morgan was 
among those attending the ceremony. 
Later, in 1907, Wilson told the New York 
Times that he would like to see a coun- 
cil of “wise men” to chart the nation’s 
course, suggesting that the leader of this 
elite group should be Morgan. 

Morgan had helped George Harvey, 
a Democratic Party leader in the mid- 
Atlantic states, take over the publishing 
of Harper’s Weekly. It was Harvey who 
recruited Wilson to leave the halls of 
academia to run for New Jersey gover- 
nor in 1910. Then, two years later, Wil- 
son was elected president of the United 
States when Roosevelt’s third-party effort 
(largely financed by Morgan) split the Re- 
publican vote. 

Meyer wrote, “Morgan and Company 


was appointed U.S. purchasing agent for 
Britain and would become France’s as 
well. Over the next four years it would 
broker fully half of all Entente purchases 
in the United States, reaping commissions 
of $30 million by doing so.” 

One man inside the Wilson administra- 
tion who did not like the lack of neutrality 
was Secretary of State William Jennings 
Bryan. He opposed allowing Morgan or 
any other American banker to make loans 
to nations at war. “We are the one great 
nation which is not involved and refusal 
to loan to any belligerent would naturally 
hasten a conclusion of the war.... Money 
is the worst of all contrabands because it 
commands everything else,” Bryan said. 
“T know of nothing that would do more to 
prevent war than an international agree- 
ment that ... neutral nations would not 
loan to belligerents.” 

Bryan eventually resigned his post 
rather than continue in an administration 
he believed was bound and determined to 
go to war. 

Unfortunate for American prospects 
to keep out of the war in Europe, how- 
ever, was the fact that most of the lead- 
ers of the Republican Party, such as Teddy 
Roosevelt, were for getting into the war, 
even going so far as to call Wilson a cow- 
ard for not jumping in. Voters in 1916 who 
did not want to get into the war naturally 
voted for Wilson — the man who suppos- 
edly had “kept us out of war.” 

Meyer explodes many myths, among 
them that Britain entered the war because 
the Germans violated Belgian neutrality. 
Since at least 1906, Meyer says, the Brit- 
ish “had been providing Belgium with 
funds for the reorganization of her mili- 
tary,” adding, “At the start of the war, Brit- 
ish troops were to land in Belgium regard- 
less of whether she was under threat from 
Germany. The combined British-Belgian 
forces were then to join France’s armies in 
an invasion of northern Germany via the 
Rhineland.” 

Meyer’s book continues with the story 
of the congressional declaration of war 
and America’s role in the Great War and 
at the Paris Peace Conference, which pro- 
duced the Treaty of Versailles. 

Practically every page of this fascinat- 
ing book offers a new insight into the 
causes of the Great War, its course, and its 
consequences. I highly recommend it. Hi 
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Should the Government 
Help the Needy? 


All of the world’s great religions and ethi- 
cal systems teach of the moral obligation to 
help the needy. The founder of Christianity, 
Jesus Christ, characterized the poor as be- 
loved of God, and condemned the wealthy 
and privileged for their lack of generosity 
to the downtrodden. For Muslims, zakat, or 
alms-giving, constitutes one of the five fun- 
damental pillars of their faith, while among 
Hindus, charity toward the poor is enjoined 
even in their oldest religious texts. A large 
component of civil society everywhere con- 
sists of charitable organizations whose pri- 
mary objective is to alleviate the suffering 
of the needy — for example, malnourished 
children, those suffering from debilitating 
diseases and disabilities, and the hundreds of 
millions of human beings worldwide living 
in extreme poverty, from the slums of Bom- 
bay to the projects of the Bronx and L.A. 
Because charitable giving is so uni- 
versally acclaimed, it is natural to inquire 
whether the most powerful of man-made in- 
stitutions, governments, should engage in it. 
After all, if even a small individual donation 
can make a major difference in the life of a 
needy child or family, surely governments, 
with their vast resources, can make a far 
greater difference. This belief — that gov- 
ernment, traditionally viewed in the West 
as a source of dangerous destructive power 
that must be strictly limited and contained, 
can be turned from its violent and repressive 
tendencies into a force for unlimited char- 
ity — is one of the fundamental premises 
of modern socialism, especially in its social 
democratic and Christian democratic guises 
so characteristic of Western European and 
American so-called liberalism. During the 
last election cycle, Democratic candidate 
Bernie Sanders articulated this position 
often and persuasively, attracting millions 
of idealistic Americans to his campaign. But 
should government be involved in charita- 
ble giving to the poor and otherwise needy 
as a matter of permanent policy? 
Charitable giving is, or ought to be, vol- 
untary. While many churches and religions 
expect the faithful to donate tithes and of- 
ferings, and most ethical systems enjoin 
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charitable giving and other forms of assis- 
tance to the needy, these are never compul- 
sory. The other day on a bus in the poor 
Asian country where this author currently 
resides, a man with no hands boarded the 
bus, and after reciting a Buddhist-inspired 
plea for charity on his behalf, walked down 
the aisle. Most of the passengers, this author 
included, gave generously to a man in obvi- 
ous genuine need. For a few minutes, that 
particular bus became a venue for a very 
generous outpouring of charity toward one 
of the less fortunate of God’s children. And 
every individual who participated, whether 
Hindu, Buddhist, Christian, or Muslim, did 
so out of spontaneous generosity. 

So it is with all acts of charitable giv- 
ing, whether great or small. But govern- 
ment does not acquire its vast resources 
in the same way as private individuals, 
corporations, or churches. All taxes col- 
lected are done under the implicit threat 
of punishment for the non-compliant, in- 
cluding heavy fines and lengthy imprison- 
ment — strong-arm theft — whereas in the 
law-abiding private sector, all money is ac- 
quired via some type of voluntary arrange- 
ment — the giving of a gift or as a result of 
an agreement between employer and em- 
ployee, for example. Therefore, if a private 
individual chooses freely to give a portion 
of what he has been gifted or earned to 
the poor and needy, he has a perfect moral 
right to do so. His resources have come to 
him via voluntary interactions, and he can 
equally dispose of them voluntarily. 

But ifa government decides to distribute 
a portion of its assets to charitable causes, 
it is in effect giving stolen money. The 
fallacy of government “charity” conflates 
the giving of public funds with the giving 
of private funds, ignoring the crucial dif- 
ference in how they were acquired by the 
donor. For this reason, “charity” practiced 
by government, whether in the form of 
foreign aid to poor countries; aid for inter- 
national efforts to eradicate diseases such 
as polio; or food stamps, medical benefits, 
and subsidized housing to the poor among 
its own citizens, is in fact immoral. But 
because it is carried out under the banner 
of charity, it often passes unchallenged. 

As a result of popular misunderstanding 
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of state-administered “charity,” those who 
oppose it are often caricatured as heartless, 
selfish, and cynical. Those who criticize 
foreign aid to poor countries, for example, 
are portrayed as indifferent to the fate of 
the impoverished. 

But in truth, government aid has almost 
always been spectacularly less efficient 
and effective at combating poverty, dis- 
ease, and other social ills than aid origi- 
nating from the private sector — churches, 
nonprofit organizations, and individual 
giving. There is a variety of reasons for 
this, among them the fact that govern- 
ments tend to give to other governments 
— whose officials may then confiscate 
the donations for their own benefit or re- 
direct them to objectives at variance with 
their intended purpose, such as military 
spending. Governments, both as givers 
and receivers of humanitarian funds, have 
no incentive whatsoever to maximize ef- 
ficiency, because, unlike private organi- 
zations, they can raise more money by 
involuntary means, via various forms of 
taxation, to cover budget shortfalls. Thus, 
while most private charitable organiza- 
tions are chronically understaffed and un- 
derfunded, run by highly driven, dedicated 
people paid little or nothing for their ef- 
forts, governments are always character- 
ized by bloated, inefficient, and largely 
indifferent bureaucracies, whose function- 
aries enjoy lavish benefits and competitive 
professional salaries. Plus, on the national 
level in particular, government bureau- 
cracies are much less aware of who truly 
needs assistance than local churches and 
charitable organizations who may person- 
ally know the unfortunate. 

Under the U.S. Constitution, the federal 
government has no authority to provide 
material welfare for its citizens. And as 
a general principle, governments should 
not be involved in faux “humanitarian- 
ism,” except perhaps in the immediate 
aftermath of unforeseen calamities such 
as earthquakes and hurricanes. The best 
thing government can do to alleviate the 
suffering of the needy is protect the pri- 
vate organizations that do it as a matter 
of course — and stay out of their way. 

— CHARLES SCALIGER 
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Birthday Party Saved 


It looked as though Graham Day’s eighth 
birthday party was going to be a disap- 
pointment until the local police and fire- 
fighters in Hurst, Texas, came through to 
make it a memorable one. 

Graham’s mother, Jennifer, told 
the Dallas Morning News that she had 
baked cakes and bought enough pizza to 
feed all of Graham’s invited guests from 
school, but no one showed up to the May 
28 party. This was apparently not the first 
time this had happened to Graham, Day 
recalls, noting that the exact same thing 
happened two years earlier. 

But Jennifer was determined not to let 
her son be disappointed a second time and 
took to a local neighborhood website to 
plead with people to come to the party. 

“T think I’m posting this out of utter emo- 
tional distress ... but I need to ask if anyone 
wants to come to an 8 yr old boys birthday 
party to show him that he’s loved and val- 
ued as a person,” she wrote on the Next- 
door neighborhood website. “NO gifts are 
required other than the gift of friendship.” 

However, she had not received any 
responses right away and she became 
anxious to do what she could to salvage 
the day. Out of desperation and with the 
knowledge that her son aspires to be a po- 
lice officer when he grows up, she went 
to the Hurst Police Department and asked 
whether any officers could attend. 

The Days got even more than they 
hoped for that day. The station’s entire 
shift showed up along with several fire- 
fighters. They lined the street with po- 
lice cars and fire trucks, enjoyed cake 
and pizza, and sang “Happy Birthday” 
to Graham. 

“There’s no way I can repay what they 
did for his little broken heart,” Day told 
the Dallas Morning News. 

But the pleasure was the officers’, who 
took to Facebook to say that they were 
“honored to attend” Graham’s party. 

And as if the day could not get any bet- 
ter, families that eventually spotted Day’s 
online plea also showed up to celebrate 
with Graham. 

Day states that Graham was so happy 
by the show of support he received from 
local families and the police and firefight- 
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ers that he seemed to have forgotten that 
his school friends did not show up. 


Family of 93 


On June 19, CBN News did a special story 
on Michael and Camille Geraldi, two in- 
credible people whose unending love en- 
abled them to adopt 88 special-needs chil- 
dren in their 40 years of marriage. 

The couple met in 1973 at the Miami 
Children’s Hospital and knew it was a per- 
fect match, as they both had a deep-seated 
desire to serve as caregivers, particularly to 
children. Camille is a nurse and Michael is 
a pediatrician, and the two had a passion 
for watching over young special-needs pa- 
tients, many of whom had been abandoned 
by their parents. Michael reportedly offered 
his services to struggling families free of 
charge, while Camille would often stay late 
at the hospital to read to disabled children. 

In 1975, they married and began adopt- 
ing disabled orphans from the hospital. 
These children were afflicted with condi- 
tions ranging from autism to Down syn- 
drome, but whatever the case, the Geraldis 
took them into their home and loved them 
like they were their own. 

In fact, once the couple had adopted 18 
children and given birth to three of their 
own, they decided to start the Possible 
Dream Foundation, a nonprofit to help 
finance their children’s future expenses, 
including rehabilitation, medical bills, 
education, and job training. 

According to the organization’s web- 
site, people would drop their children on 
the Geraldis’ doorstep with just a note, and 
so the family continued to grow and grow. 

In total, the couple adopted 88 children 
in four decades. According to CBN News, 
most of the children have grown up, grad- 
uated, and gotten jobs, with many becom- 
ing certified dog trainers and others now 
assisting in the care of the younger chil- 
dren. And despite Michael’s death from 
cancer last year, Camille, now 68, says she 
will continue to do the work that she and 
Michael began. 

And while most would regard Camille 
and Michael as angels, she attributes all 
the glory to God. “I think sometimes 
you’re just cut out to do it or you’re not,” 


she said. “I do know that I’m doing God’s 
work — he plans the day and I just carry 
it out. He motivates me along the way.” 


A Hero’s Journey 


A soldier from Granite City, Illinois, was 
able to catch a flight home on Memorial 
Day weekend thanks to the kindness of 
a stranger. Keaton Tilson, a 19-year-old 
U.S. Army mechanic stationed in Fort 
Hood, Texas, was granted last-minute per- 
mission to return home for Memorial Day 
weekend, Fox 2 Now reported. Tilson had 
not been home since Christmas and looked 
forward to the visit. At Dallas-Fort Worth 
International Airport, Tilson purchased a 
standby ticket in the hopes of grabbing a 
last-minute seat on a flight, but after wait- 
ing at the airport for two days, it appeared 
that he would not make it home. 

Tilson called his mother from the air- 
port to tell her the disappointing news, un- 
aware that a nearby stranger, Josh Rainey 
of Glendale, Missouri, was listening and 
willing to help. Rainey offered to give up 
his ticket, but an airline agent informed 
him that was not permissible. Rainey be- 
came even more determined to help and 
contacted his wife for advice. Together, 
they decided that they wanted to buy Til- 
son a plane ticket to St. Louis so that he 
could see his family after all. The ticket 
cost $341, but according to Rainey, it was 
worth every penny. 

“He walked away and came back and 
asked if he could hug me, and I think we 
both had to fight back the tears after that,” 
said Rainey. “It was pennies, pennies on 
the dollar compared to what I got back 
from that hug.” 

The moment had a profound emotional 
impact on both Rainey and Tilson. Tilson 
told Fox 2 Now that it made him realize that 
military servicemen were still appreciated, 
and Rainey explained that he was moved to 
act because his father was a former armed 
services member and police officer. 

Tilson acknowledges that were it not 
for Rainey’s good deed, he may not have 
made it home, since Memorial Day week- 
end is very busy for traveling. “I’m very 
appreciative,” Tilson said. Ml 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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Americas Grand Entry Into the Great War 


Despite the fact that the British interfered with U.S. shipping early in WWI and refused to 
abide by international rules of naval warfare, America sided with them against Germany. 
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Design for war: While President Woodrow Wilson (right) proclaimed 
for neutrality and peace, his “alter ego,” Colonel Edward Mandell House 
(left), schemed with British globalists to bring America into WWI. 


by Brian Farmer 


was referred to at the time and until World War IT came 

along), the United States faced formidable problems. As 
the world’s greatest producer of foodstuffs, raw textiles, iron, 
steel, and petroleum, it had carried on a large trade in peacetime 
with both the Triple Entente (Great Britain, France, and Rus- 
sia) and the Central Powers (Germany, Austria-Hungary, and 
Turkey), so its economic interests were bound to be affected by 
prolonged hostilities. Furthermore, the United States had a large 


rss the outset of “The Great War” (as World War I 
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immigrant population with ties to the warring nations. As a re- 
sult, there was an upsurge of pro-Ally (Triple Entente) feeling 
in the country from the moment that Germany invaded Belgium 
and Great Britain declared war on Germany. There was also an 
early upsurge of sympathy for the Central Powers among the 
large number of citizens of German and Austro-Hungarian de- 
scent (there were so many such citizens in Wisconsin that most 
of the newspapers in that state were printed in German!) and 
among Irish Americans, who were traditionally anti-British. 

President Woodrow Wilson publicly professed an ardent de- 
sire to remain absolutely neutral in the conflict, insisting that 
the United States would set a salutary example for other neutral 
nations. Therefore, in addition to declaring formal neutrality, 
the president called on the public to be “impartial in thought as 
well as in action.” However, as we shall see, his policies and 
actions, far from being neutral: 1) favored Britain and the Allied 
powers; 2) unfairly held Germany to harsher standards; and 3) 
steadily pushed America closer to war. 

On the other hand, Wilson’s Secretary of State, William Jen- 
nings Bryan, unequivocally and heroically made every effort to 
see that our country was not dragged into the European confla- 
gration and to assure that America abided by the rules of neu- 
trality. Tragically, his pleas and counsel for genuine neutrality 
and peaceful relations were repeatedly overridden by the pro- 
war, Anglophile globalists in Wilson’s inner circle, as exempli- 
fied most especially by Colonel Edward Mandell House; Wall 
Street insiders Bernard Baruch, Henry Morgenthau, Robert 
Lansing (who would replace Bryan as secretary of state); and 
Walter Hines Page (the U.S. ambassador to England). 

The U.S. State Department asked all of the warring countries 
to abide by the unratified 1909 Declaration of London (which 
concerned itself with the rules of naval warfare). The Central 
Powers agreed, but the Allies put forward modifications and 
additions that stymied a universal accord. The president and 
secretary of state became concerned that the Allies not only 
would interfere with American commerce, but would also cre- 
ate disputes over neutrality rights, such as those that led to the 
war against Great Britain in 1812. The U.S. government’s ef- 
fort to persuade the British to accept the Declaration of London 
as originally written failed. As a result, President Wilson fell 
back on a policy of simply protesting British infringements 
of neutrality rights as defined in traditional international law, 
while at the same time treating German infringements as griev- 
ous offenses. 

Controversy with Great Britain might have grown more acute 
if the Germans had not issued their maritime war zone decree 
on February 4, 1915, in which they declared that the seas sur- 
rounding Great Britain and Ireland were part of a war zone 
and that any ship caught within its boundaries could be sunk 
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Death in the trenches: More than 100,000 American s 


— 


dy = 57 4 - oes ~ eth 


ervicemen were killed and more than 


200,000 were wounded in the “war to end all wars.” 


without warning. This German announce- 
ment was not as shocking and unreason- 
able as President Wilson and the pro-war 
establishment media made it out to be. 
First and foremost, the German stance 
was in response to the barbaric and ille- 
gal naval blockade imposed by the Brit- 
ish navy against Germany’s North Sea 
ports, and was specifically designed to — 
in the words of Winston Churchill, then 
first lord of the admiralty — “starve the 
whole population ... into submission.” In 
addition, the British navy and merchant 
marine were under orders to violate the 
international rules of “cruiser warfare.” 
The rules required, among other things, 
that submarines surface and fire a warn- 
ing shot in order to search or accept sur- 
render of the opposing ship. However, 
after multiple cases of German U-boats 
being sunk (and their crews killed) as a 
result of adhering to the rules only to be 
fired upon or rammed after surfacing, 
Germany realized the futility of abiding 
by rules that were being used as a weapon 
against them. 

On May 7, 1915, the British liner Lu- 
sitania was torpedoed off the southern 
coast of Ireland, and 1,198 passengers, of 
which 128 were Americans, went down 
with the ship. The American press de- 
nounced the action of the German sub- 
marine commander as an atrocity, and 
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important leaders of American opinion 
viewed the incident as a justification for 
war. Even Secretary of State Bryan, who 
was almost a pacifist, agreed that some 
new actions were necessary. On May 13, 
a message was sent to Berlin calling on the 
German government to repudiate the sub- 
marine commander, make reparations for 
the lives lost, and pledge that submarines 
would no longer attack passenger liners. 
Declaring the German response unsatis- 
factory, President Wilson ordered that a 
second, stronger message be sent. Secre- 
tary Bryan could not bring himself to do 
so, resigned on June 8, and was replaced 
by Robert Lansing. In the end, there was a 
cessation, at least for a time, of unrestrict- 
ed sinkings by German submarines in the 
declared maritime war zone. 

However, of vital importance to the 
entire affair is the fact that the Lusitania 
was registered not as a passenger liner 
but as an armed auxiliary cruiser and 
was carrying a massive shipment of mu- 
nitions for the British war effort. Hence, 
Germany did not violate international law 
in sinking the ship. More little-known 
facts include: 

¢ The huge ship went down in record 
time (18 minutes) not due to the single 
torpedo hit, but due to the much larger 
secondary explosion caused by the con- 
traband munitions; 
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¢ The Lusitania’s secret cache of ex- 
plosives included 1,248 cases of artillery 
shrapnel shells; 5,000 cases (six million 
rounds) of rifle ammunition; tons of ni- 
trocellulose, an explosive known at the 
time as “gun cotton”; 18 cases of artillery 
fuses; and over 140 tons of unrefriger- 
ated items listed as “butter,” “lard,” and 
“cheese,” which were likely munitions- 
related materials also; 

¢ Although successive British govern- 
ments had denied that the Lusitania had 
carried war materiel, in 1982 the British 
Foreign Office warned a Lusitania salvage 
effort that unexploded munitions aboard 
the hulk could still pose serious “danger 
to life and limb.” This admission did not 
reach the British press (and the American 
public) until 2014, nearly a century after 
the sinking of the Lusitania; and 

¢ Germany pointed out that it had at- 
tempted to run notices in more than 50 
major American newspapers before the 
Lusitania’s departure, warning potential 
passengers “that travelers sailing in the 
war zone on ships of Great Britain or her 
allies do so at their own risk.” Secretary 
Bryan, ever seeking to avoid war, as- 
sured Germany that he would assist them 
in getting the warning published. How- 
ever, the State Department (most likely 
through the efforts of House and Lansing) 
was able to suppress publication of the ad 
to such an extent that it was published in 
a timely manner only in the Des Moines 
Register. Given that the Lusitania set sail 
from New York, it was obvious that a 
warning published in an Iowa newspaper 
was not going to be of much use! 

When the Lusitania entered the Irish 
Sea, First Lord of the Admiralty Winston 
Churchill ordered the passenger liner to 
sail at a reduced speed (allegedly to save 
fuel expense) through an area where a 
German submarine was known to be op- 
erating and called away its naval escort 
ship. If one were deliberately trying to set 
up a scenario to sink a passenger liner, 
one would have been hard-pressed to 
come up with a better one. But Churchill 
had long been seeking to take advan- 
tage of such opportunities. Adding to 
suspicions were the unnecessary delays 
in getting rescue ships to the site of the 
sinking. For example, the cruiser Juno, 
the same ship that had been recalled from 
its escort duties, was dispatched to pick 
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up survivors, and then was mysteriously 
recalled again! 

On August 19, 1915, the British liner 
Arabic was sunk with American pas- 
sengers on board. Although Secretary of 
State Lansing and others advised taking 
a strong stand and perhaps even severing 
diplomatic relations, President Wilson 
chose to delay action in the hope that the 
German government would voluntarily 
apologize. The German ambassador in 
Washington did offer an apology and 
revealed that German submarine com- 
manders had had orders, ever since the 
Lusitania incident, to avoid attacks on 
vessels that might be carrying passen- 
gers. On October 5, 1915, the German 
government officially denied responsibil- 
ity for the act, but offered an indemnity 
and promised that submarine command- 
ers would be given orders to follow the 
traditional rules of international law. 

As a result, the submarine issue be- 
came less of an irritant, but German- 
American relations still did not become 
much better because the winter of 1915- 
16 brought to light much evidence of es- 
pionage and sabotage committed by or 
financed by German and Austrian agents. 
Throughout 1916 a number of suspicious 


However, of vital importance to the entire affair is the fact that 
the Lusitania was registered not as a passenger liner but as an 
armed auxiliary cruiser and was carrying a massive shipment of 
munitions for the British war effort. 


fires and explosions broke out in the New 
York area. Probably the most notable ex- 
ample was the explosion on Black Tom 
Island in Jersey City, New Jersey, on July 
30, 1916, which destroyed a thousand 
tons of small-arms and artillery ammuni- 
tion that was awaiting shipment to Rus- 
sia. This caused President Wilson to ask 
for the recall of the German military and 
naval attachés, the Austrian ambassador 
and consul general, and a German finan- 
cial agent. A number of alleged German 
and Austrian agents were also indicted 
and brought to trial. But no one was ever 
found guilty beyond a reasonable doubt 
and no one was ever convicted. 

Early in 1916, President Wilson ap- 
proved an extraordinary proposal made 
to him by his closest friend and advisor, 
Colonel Edward Mandell House: He sent 
House to Europe to seek a secret agree- 


ment with the Allies. The plan was to 
first reach a general accord with the Al- 
lies about terms for peace. Then, when 
the Allied governments gave the signal, 
the president would issue an open ap- 
peal for peace negotiations. The Allies 
would accept this appeal. If the Central 
Powers refused to negotiate or entered 
into negotiations and refused to accept 
the terms previously agreed upon by the 
United States and the Allies, then the U.S. 
government would join the Allies in the 
war. Colonel House was actually able to 
arrange a pact along those lines, and he 
and British Foreign Secretary Edward 
Grey initialed a memorandum of agree- 
ment on February 22, 1916. President 
Wilson approved it, adding only the word 
“probably” before “leave the Conference 
as a belligerent on the side of the Allies, 
if Germany was unreasonable.” But the 


U-boats and propaganda: The British and U.S. media fixated on Germany’s submarine blockade, to tilt American opinion toward an anti-German 
position. This painting by Willy Stéwer depicts the sinking of the Linda Blanche by U21. 
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Infamy and deception: The RMS Lusitania, loaded with a huge cargo of explosives and war 
materiel, was torpedoed and sunk on May 7, 1915. The warmongers used the sinking of this 


“civilian” liner to push America into war. 


Allies, perhaps interpreting the amend- 
ment as meaning that the United States 
might very well not carry out its part of 
the bargain, did not give the signal for 
the president to issue his appeal for peace 
negotiations, and the agreement came to 
nothing. 

A new international crisis broke out 
on March 24, 1916, when the English 
Channel steamer Sussex was torpedoed, 
reportedly with casualties among the 
Americans who were on board. Although 
Secretary of State Lansing and Colonel 
House urged President Wilson to act 
swiftly and forcefully, the president chose 
to wait until April 18, when he sent to 
Berlin a message declaring, “Unless the 
Imperial Government should now im- 
mediately declare and effect an abandon- 
ment of its present methods of submarine 
warfare against passenger and freight- 
carrying vessels, the Government of the 
United States can have no other choice 
but to sever diplomatic relations with the 
German Empire altogether.” On May 4, 
the German government replied that it 


was ordering submarine commanders to 
suspend all operations against merchant 
shipping, in addition to the cessation of 
attacks on passenger liners. However, in 
attempting to avoid war with the Unit- 
ed States, the German government was 
alienating important elements of Germa- 
ny’s population that viewed U.S. policies 
and demands as unreasonable, one-sided, 
and warlike. 

As the year 1916 drew to a close, the 
position of the United States was be- 
coming ever more difficult. The Allies 
showed no sign of making concessions to 
American demands that America’s rights 
as a neutral be respected, and there was a 
serious risk that friction with them would 
become increasingly acute. There was 
even greater danger of a new crisis with 
Germany, as reports from Berlin told of 
mounting demands in military and naval 
circles and in the Reichstag (the German 
parliament) for unrestricted submarine 
warfare. But the presidential election 
campaign of 1916, in which President 
Wilson had succeeded in achieving re- 


Besides enabling the communist revolution to secure its first 
geopolitical base in Russia, WWI unleashed the communist virus 
on all of Europe, which first had been smashed by the war and then 
mutilated by the map-carving Allied victors during the Versailles 


“peace” process. 
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election, had shown beyond doubt that 
much of the public wanted the nation to 
stay out of the conflict in Europe. Many 
observers believed that Wilson had won 
because his supporters used the cam- 
paign slogan “He Kept Us Out of War.” 
As a result, there was a real possibility 
that the president might have to retreat 
from the threats of retaliation (such as 
banning imports and denying clearance 
to ships from Allied nations) that he had 
made in defense of international law and 
neutral rights. 

Given this situation, President Wilson 
turned again to the hope that negotia- 
tions might restore peace before a crisis 
occurred in U.S. relations with either the 
Allies or the Central Powers. He and his 
advisors drafted a note to the warring na- 
tions, asking them to inform the president 
confidentially of the terms of peace that 
they would accept so that he might be 
able to investigate possibilities for a set- 
tlement of the war. The note was sent on 
December 18, 1916, and six days later the 
Central Powers bluntly replied that any 
discussion of terms should be among the 
belligerents and that they would not make 
any further statement until such discus- 
sions began. President Wilson responded 
on January 22, 1917 by calling on both 
sides to accept a “peace without victory.” 

But German patience was wearing thin. 
With the passage of time, the blockade im- 
posed by the Royal Navy on Germany’s 
North Sea ports at the outbreak of the war 
was taking an increasing toll on the Ger- 
man economy. The hardships that the Brit- 
ish blockade caused led to a resurgence of 
left-wing opposition to the war, which the 
German government reacted to by harden- 
ing their war aims. What had been started 
as a war for national self-interest was 
increasingly seen by the ruling class of 
the German Empire as a war for national 
survival, in which the stakes justified the 
taking of higher and higher risks. With 
the approval of the industrial, commer- 
cial, and professional sectors of society, 
governing power had passed from civil- 
ian politicians to the High Command of 
the military. After Field Marshal Paul von 
Hindenburg and General Erich Ludendorff 
had decided to pursue a policy of total war, 
Admiral Henning Holzendorff, the chief 
of the Naval Staff, was able to persuade 
them at the beginning of 1917 that a return 
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to unrestricted submarine warfare against 
merchant shipping was essential, as it 
would starve Great Britain of supplies and 
force the British to sue for peace before 
the autumn harvest, even taking into ac- 
count a break with the United States. The 
United States had already furnished the 
Allies with vast quantities of war materiel, 
which had had a substantial effect on their 
ability to continue the struggle. 

The decision to resume unrestricted 
submarine warfare was formally taken 
by the German High Command on Janu- 
ary 7, and a note declaring so was de- 
livered to Secretary of State Lansing on 
January 31, just 24 hours before it was 
to be put into effect. President Wilson 
treated the manner in which Germany 
handled the matter as an insult to him- 
self and the United States. On February 
3, he announced the severing of diplo- 
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matic relations with Germany, and the 
staff of the American Embassy in Berlin 
left for home a week later. This account 
of the event shows the transparently anti- 
German spin that was so prevalent in the 
British media: 


The train which left Berlin on the 
night of 10 February carried the hap- 
piest group of Americans who had 
been in Europe since the war began. 
When the Swiss border was reached 
the Stars and Stripes was hung from 
the car windows and Americans 
breathed again in a free land. They felt 
like prisoners escaping from a peni- 
tentiary. Most of them had been under 
suspicion or surveillance for months. 
They were delighted to escape the 
land, where everything is verboten 
except hatred and militarism. 


Honesty vs. duplicity: Secretary of State William Jennings Bryan (left), who resigned rather than 
aid the Wilson-House pro-war treachery, was replaced by Robert Lansing (right), who had no 


such compunctions. 
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Many Americans remained steadfastly 
opposed to any further move toward war. 
President Wilson may truly have hoped to 
avert war at this point, but if so, he was 
vastly outgunned by his advisors, mem- 
bers of his Cabinet, the establishment 
press, and the British government, all 
of which were sounding the war drums. 
They did not have long to wait. The Brit- 
ish liner Laconia was torpedoed on Feb- 
ruary 25, killing an American woman 
and her daughter. Their deaths caused 
public opinion in the United States to 
turn against Germany, and raised support 
for entering the war. In addition, German 
submarines continued to sink American 
ships, which served to further the anti- 
German sentiment. 

On top of that, the British Secret Ser- 
vice communicated to the American 
government a copy of intercepted secret 
communications between Germany and 
Mexico proposing an alliance against the 
United States. The key document was the 
Zimmermann Telegram, made public by 
President Wilson on March 1, in which 
the German foreign minister proposed an 
alliance with Mexico — in the event that 
America declared war on Germany. The 
Zimmermann proposal included financial 
support to Mexico and the promise that 
Texas, New Mexico, and Arizona would 
be restored to Mexican control. 

The pro-war media fanned the Zim- 
mermann telegram, the Laconia sink- 
ing, and the ongoing U-boat attacks 
into public outrage that turned the tide 
against pacifism and noninterventionism. 
On April 2, President Wilson visited the 
U.S. Congress to announce the momen- 
tous change in policy for which he felt 
the American people were now ready: 


With a profound sense of the sol- 
emn and even tragic character of 
the step I am taking and of the grave 
responsibilities which it involves, I 
advise that the Congress declare the 
recent course of the Imperial Ger- 
man Government to be in fact noth- 
ing less than war against the Gov- 
ernment and people of the United 
States ... [and] to exert all its power 
and employ all its resources to bring 
the Government of the German Em- 
pire to terms and to end the war. It 
is a fearful thing to lead this great, 
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On April 4, 1917, the Senate approved the declaration of war against 
the Central Powers by a vote of 82 to 6. On April 6, the House of 
Representatives approved it by a vote of 373 to 50. 


peaceful people into war — into 
the most terrible and disastrous of 
all wars, civilization itself seeming 
to be in the balance. But the right 
is more precious than peace and 
we shall fight for the things which 
we have always carried nearest our 
hearts — for democracy, for the 
right of those who submit to au- 
thority to have a voice in their own 
government, for the rights and liber- 
ties of small nations, for a universal 
dominion of right by such a concert 
of free people as shall bring peace 
and safety to all nations and make 
the world itself at last free. 


On April 4, 1917, the Senate approved 
the declaration of war against the Central 
Powers by a vote of 82 to 6. On April 6, 


Machinations behind the scenes: Globalist insi 


Library of Congress 


the House of Representatives approved it 
by a vote of 373 to 50. 

Although the news was enormously 
heartening to the British and French, it 
could not at first bring anything more 
than moral comfort to the Allies. The U.S. 
Army was composed of only 150,000 
troops and had no trained reserves. Mobi- 
lizing sufficient American forces to make 
a difference in the war would take a whole 
year to accomplish. 

Besides the more than 100,000 Ameri- 
can lives that would be sacrificed in the 
“War to End All Wars,” the U.S. entry 
into the conflict brought many additional 
evil consequences, among which were: 

¢ Perpetual debt: Within days of our 
declaration of war, Congress passed the 
War Loan Act, extending $1 billion in 
credit to the Allies ($200 million of which 


der and Britain’s Foreign Secretary Sir Edward 


Grey (left) and Winston Churchill, who was then first lord of the admiralty, conspired to bring the 


United States into the war on Britain’s side. 
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Britain immediately used to pay off loans 
to J.P. Morgan). The recently created Fed- 
eral Reserve System was jump-started to 
create this and more than $8 billion in ad- 
ditional war loans out of thin air; 

* Onerous taxation: The Marxian fed- 
eral progressive income tax, which fea- 
tured a top rate of seven percent when 
it went into effect in 1913, shot up to 77 
percent in 1918; 

¢ Absolutism run amok: President Wil- 
son not only declared war on Germany, 
but also on the U.S. Constitution and free 
speech, arresting and jailing Americans 
for merely speaking against the war or 
opposing his policies; 

* A faux peace: After previously call- 
ing for a “peace without victory,” Wilson 
ultimately approved a crushing victors’ 
vengeance on Germany that guaranteed 
bitter German resentment, the rise of Na- 
ziism and Hitler — and World War IT; 

¢ Disorder and totalitarianism: Be- 
sides enabling the communist revolution 
to secure its first geopolitical base in Rus- 
sia, WWI unleashed the communist virus 
on all of Europe, which first had been 
smashed by the war and then mutilated 
by the map-carving Allied victors during 
the Versailles “peace” process; and 

¢ Globalism unbound: Although Wil- 
son, House, and company failed in their 
attempt at world government through 
the League of Nations, the elite Anglo- 
American network that came out of that 
effort (specifically the Council on For- 
eign Relations and the Royal Institute 
of International Affairs) has continued 
that world-government drive through 
the United Nations and many affiliated 
institutions. 

America’s entry into “The Great War” 
proved to be a horrendous tragedy for 
all, except that relatively tiny cabal of 
politicians, revolutionaries, financiers, 
and war profiteers who amassed enor- 
mous wealth and power on the corpses 
of the 17 million war dead, the 20 mil- 
lion wounded, and the tens of millions 
of additional victims whose lives were 
rent apart and whose livelihoods were 
ruined. 


Over the next two years, as the 100th anniversary 
of important WWI events approaches, THE NEW 
AMERICAN will be publishing additional articles on 
this tragic and treacherous epoch. 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
a TT EE 


“You Have to Defend 
Yourself. We Have 
Laws for That” 


A mother refused to let any harm come 
to her children in Indianapolis, Indiana. 
Fox59 reported on June 7 about the brave 
woman’s actions after an intruder tried 
breaking in to her house on the city’s 
east side. The woman was at home with 
her small children in her apartment on 
White Knight Boulevard when she heard 
the sound of glass breaking. The woman 
was prepared and had a loaded firearm 
readily accessible. She grabbed her pistol 
and went to investigate, coming face to 
face with the armed suspect, 19-year-old 
Michael Hawkins. 

The mother was in fear for her life 
and the life of her little ones, and so she 
opened fire on the suspect. The suspect 
collapsed inside the doorway, where ar- 
riving officers discovered his body. Po- 
lice say Hawkins was pronounced dead 
at the scene. Neighbors are used to a 
fair amount of crime in their neighbor- 
hood, and they expressed gratitude for 
the woman’s actions, even though they 
acknowledged that it was unfortunate that 
a life had to be taken. 

Neighbor Julius Radcliff told Fox59, 
“T hate to see that it happened, but that’s 
what happens when you go into people’s 
home[s] trying to take their stuff.” Rad- 
cliff told investigators that he believed 
the suspect did not act alone because he 
witnessed one man run from the apart- 
ment after the sound of gunfire, and he 
also witnessed another person quickly 
drive away. 

Fox59 reported that this was actually 
the second incident of a parent shooting a 
young suspect in a home invasion within 
a two-day period. Just the day before, a 
father was forced to shoot an 18-year-old 
suspect during a home invasion on the 
city’s northeast side. 

Neighbor Janice Taylor told Fox59, “You 
have to defend yourself. We have laws for 
that.” Taylor also expressed hope that these 
high-profile incidents would discourage 
similar crimes in the future. “I hate that 
this is happening in our community like 
this. It’s sad. It’s sad,” Taylor told Fox59. 
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Indianapolis Metropolitan Police De- 
partment Detective Aaron Hamer ex- 
pressed similar sentiments when he told 
Fox59, “It is disheartening that we see 
burglaries resulting in death, but we live 
in Indiana and it’s legal for people to have 
guns to protect themselves.” 


Owner of “Canine 
Camp” Fights Back 


NBC reported out of Los Angeles on 
Monday, June 26, about a burglary in 
which a female occupant in Santa Clarita 
was forced to defend herself. The inci- 
dent occurred around 2 a.m. at the Castaic 
Canine Camp where the woman, who is 
the owner of the business, also lives. 

The woman heard the sounds of some- 
one trying to break in, and she imme- 
diately called 911. As she spoke with 
dispatchers, she knew that she was at 
least 12 miles away from the nearest 
police station, so she fetched her rifle. 
The woman stayed on the line with the 
911 operator. As she did so, she appar- 
ently yelled to the intruder and warned 
him that she had dogs on the property 
and was armed, but that did not stop the 
suspect from proceeding with his crime. 
The burglar then went around the rear 
of the business and began forcing open 
the back door. The woman took her rifle 
and went to confront the burglar. Deputy 
Chris Craft of the Los Angeles County 
Sheriff’s Department told NBC that the 
“female victim retrieved a firearm from 
the bedroom and, as the suspect made 
entry to the house, she shot the suspect 
in the chest.” 

The suspect suffered a serious chest 
wound and was taken by arriving para- 
medics to the intensive care unit at a 
nearby medical facility. The suspect is 
currently undergoing treatment but is ex- 
pected to survive. 

Neighbors in the area were not sur- 
prised that the woman had to deal with 
the criminal herself, due to the poor 
response times of police. KHTS inter- 
viewed neighbors who wished to remain 
anonymous, and they said that the police 
response times in the remote canyon were 
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not as quick as the response times in other 
regions and, due to that fact, the people 
who live in the canyon typically are pre- 
pared to defend themselves. 

Fox 11 later identified the suspect 
as 42-year-old John Velasquez, and the 
Santa Clarita Sheriff’s Department told 
Fox11 that had the woman, who is in her 
60s, not been armed, the outcome might 
have been much worse for her. 


Creatures of Habit 


Criminals sometimes return to the scene 
of an earlier crime, hoping to re-create 
a past successful heist. That might have 
been what occurred in a case reported by 
the Piqua Daily Call out of Piqua, Ohio, 
on May 29. 

A house in West Milton, Ohio, that had 
been broken in to a few months earlier was 
once again the target of a burglar. 

But unlike the first incident, the out- 
come did not turn out well for the intruder. 

Police were called around 5 a.m. by 
a female homeowner, who said she be- 
lieved an intruder was in her house. Her 
husband, who was armed, went to in- 
vestigate and discovered a man in their 
garage. The homeowner ordered the bur- 
glar to halt, but the man refused to com- 
ply, so the homeowner fired his weapon. 
The burglary suspect was shot in the leg 
and the hand and was apprehended by 
authorities responding to the 911 call. 
The suspect was sent to a nearby medi- 
cal facility for treatment and is expected 
to survive. 

Investigators say there were no signs 
of forced entry and that they believe 
the suspect was able to gain entry to 
the house through a doggie door. Police 
are investigating whether the suspect 
was involved in the earlier break-in at 
the house, as well as a string of similar 
crimes in the area. 

Local police have received numerous 
reports in the surrounding area of suspi- 
cious activity, including home and car 
break-ins as well as people “lurking.” 
Police are hopeful that those incidents 
will now come to an end with this man 
in custody. Ml 

— PATRICK KREY 


39 


Morinville 


COLLECTION Elegance por your bath: Proudly Made In Kansas, USA 


Farms 


SHOWERS ~~ LAVATORIES ACCESSORIES 
i i 808 Hill River Road * Brooks, MN 56715 


aes: 
t —— i 


| 


Growers of 
Spring, wheat 


J Tresoyuedns 


“aA 


202 Anderson Avenue, Belvue, KS 66407 
800-669-9867 (phone) 800-393-6699 (fax) 
www.onyxcollection.com 


POWER & LIGHT CO. Ponce Walrut Pan tation 
HIGH VOLTAGE and trensler Nursery /ne, 


¢ High Voltage Splicing 


.\ 
* Terminating Testing Now offering for sale 
¢ Fault Locating We sy) 
© Overhead & Pence Select 


Underground Installations Walnut Seedlings 


The 44,000 trees planted in 1989 are 
from a highly diverse genetic pool. The 
seedlings available to you will be from 
nuts gathered from the best 200 trees! 


This is an exceptional opportunity to 


secure superior quality Black Walnut 
seedlings! 


For more information contact: 


Hugh B. Pence Lg 

1420 Adams St. ¢ Lafayette, IN 47905 ao Med r 

Ph: (765) 742-4269 on ; 

Fax: (765) 742-6667 One 
E-mail: hughbpence@cs.com 


901 N. Williams St., Thornton, IL 60476 
Office: 708-331-14 


of many 27-year-old 
Superb trees 


News Alert: World Will 
Not End Over Trump’s 


“Climate” Decision 


Item: The Washington Post’s “Fact 
Checker” for June I blasts President 
Trump’ “speech announcing his decision 
to withdraw from the Paris Accord on cli- 
mate change,” saying the president “fre- 
quently relied on dubious facts and un- 
balanced claims to make his case that the 
agreement would hurt the U.S. economy.” 
The writers of the column, Glenn Kess- 
ler and Michelle Ye Hee Lee, write that 
“each of the nations signing the agree- 
ment agreed to help lower emissions, 
based on plans they submitted.” And, say 
the fact checkers for the left-wing paper, 
the Chinese committed that they would cut 
their greenhouse gas (GHG) carbon emis- 
sions “by 2030,” when they would peak. 
ITEM: On June 6, the three major national 
television networks happily reported that a 
U.S. diplomat named David Rank resigned 
his position as the acting U.S. ambassador 
to China to protest President Trump 8 de- 
cision to withdraw from the Paris climate 
accord. The report on ABC's Good Morn- 
ing America said that the “number two 
official at the U.S. embassy in Beijing, a 
27-year veteran of the foreign service, has 
resigned. He said in good faith he could not 
deliver the message to the Chinese that the 
U.S. had decided to drop out of the Paris 
climate agreement. So he has resigned.”’ 
ITEM: Jeffrey Sachs’ June 5 column for 
Project Syndicate, an international media 
outlet, is entitled “Trump's Climate- 
Change Sociopathy.” Sachs is a professor 
of sustainable development and profes- 
sor of health policy and management at 
Columbia University, and is director of 
Columbia’s Center for Sustainable De- 
velopment and of the U.N. Sustainable 
Development Solutions Network. His ar- 
guments, such as they are, lean more on 
name-calling than reasoned discourse. 
The professor starts off by asserting that 
President Trump s “withdrawal of the Unit- 
ed States from the Paris climate agreement 
is not just dangerous for the world; it is 
also sociopathic. Without remorse, Trump 
is willfully inflicting harm on others.”’ He 
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Overheated: This protest outside the American embassy in London over Trump withdrawing from 
the Paris Agreement on climate reflects emotion over logic. Even if the agreement were kept in 
place, the top climate a/armists have stated that it is too weak to do anything to save the planet. 


goes on to say that the presidents “ravings 
are utterly delusional, deeply cynical, or 
profoundly ignorant. Probably all three. 
And they should be recognized as such.” 

Sachs dismisses the president’s point 

that the agreement “handicaps the United 
States economy.” This, says the professor 
— eschewing subtlety — “is nuts.” Rather, 
maintains Sachs, the accord is a “univer- 
sal agreement among 193 UN member 
states in decarbonizing the world’s energy 
system and thereby head off the dangers of 
climate disaster.” 
CORRECTION: The president’s decision on 
the Paris Climate Change accord has cer- 
tainly triggered the bile of many sneer- 
sighted people. But while the president’s 
detractors may become overheated and 
choke on their own rage, leaving the ac- 
cord will not imperil them a whit. 

Those quoted above are just a small sam- 
pling of zealots, ranging from the vulgar to 
the hysterical. Here’s an example of the for- 
mer: The editors of a Berlin tabloid thought 
deeply and came up with this for its front 
page, “Earth to Trump: F**k you!” (albeit 
with the first line in German and the exple- 
tive spelled out in English). The action was 
also termed a “slaughter,” a “slap in the 
face,” and a “punitive ... assault on science, 
the environment, and indeed the planet.” 

Tom Steyer — a Democrat billionaire 


who is now considered a hero among eco- 
activists but whose fortune was largely 
built on coal — said leaving the agreement 
was a “traitorous act of war.” Then there 
is California Governor Jerry “Moonbeam” 
Brown, who called this an “insane move 
made by a deviant.” 

No insults or calumny seem to be out 
of bounds for these so-called progressives 
who are lovers of all creatures great and 
small — as long as they bow and scrape 
obsequiously in homage in the Temple of 
Green. Woe to heretics. Cal Thomas high- 
lighted some more intemperate reactions 
in his column: 


For sheer hilarity and hyperbole it’s 
hard to beat a recent headline on a 
Washington Post editorial opposing 
President Trump’s decision to remove 
the U.S. from the nonbinding and un- 
enforceable Paris climate agreement. 

“Trump turns his back on the 
world,” it screamed. 

A close second goes to the head- 
line on a New York Times piece by 
columnist David Brooks: “Donald 
Trump Poisons the World.” [Brooks 
is the “conservative” that the Times 
employs to demonstrate how unbi- 
ased and broad-minded it is. | 

Dishonorable mention goes to for- 
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mer presidential adviser David Ger- 
gen, who said on CNN that Trump 
had committed “one of the most 
shameful acts in U.S. history.” 


The massive and manic media overreac- 
tion over Trump’s climate actions was 
astonishing to see, though hardly unex- 
pected. Moreover, the eco-acolytes are 
more than willing to twist the facts or 
worse in the service of their cause. Con- 
sider the multiple network reports, cited 
above, about the diplomat’s supposedly 
principled resignation about the deci- 
sion. Here’s the more complete, and hon- 
est, account, from “NewsBusters” of the 
Media Research Center. In this instance, 
the media watchdog is discussing NBC’s 
Today co-host Matt Lauer. 

First, Lauer made his big reveal. Only 
later, and briefly, noted the “NewsBusters” 
account, “did Lauer admit that reality was 
far less dramatic than the sensational 
headline, namely that Rank was about to 
be replaced anyway: ‘Former Iowa Gov- 
ernor Terry Branstad, President Trump’s 
pick as U.S. ambassador to Beijing, ex- 
pected to take up the post a little later this 
month.’ Of the three networks, only NBC 
made that point in its reporting.” 


Meanwhile, the political Left makes al- 
lowances for massive CO, emitter China, 
even as Beijing scolds the United States as 
a despoiler. Apparently all China has to do 
is make an empty promise, and all is good. 
Still, as one energy and environmental ex- 
pert with the Heritage Foundation reminds 
us: China vowed to peak emissions “in 
2030, but already falsified its CO, emis- 
sions and lied about how many coal-fired 
power plants it is building.” 

Richard Epstein, a senior fellow at the 
Hoover Institution and a law professor at 
New York University Law School, has ex- 
posed the critics who have gone into con- 
niptions over the president’s decision. As 
he writes in a piece for Hoover, the Paris 
accords did give a 


free pass to China until 2030 even 
though its recent carbon emissions 
have increased by 1.1 billion tons, 
while the United States’ total has 
dropped by 270 million tons, and will 
continue to do so. 


When European and Chinese leaders took 
Trump and by extension the United States to 
task for “surrendering its world leadership,” 
that doesn’t sit well for those in the know. 


Holding hands with the devil? According to climate alarmists, President Trump’s decision to 
appoint Scott Pruitt to head the EPA shows him to be utterly evil and irredeemable. But the United 
States is lowering its CO, emissions while the rest of the world is increasing its emissions. 
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That is a point also addressed by Stephen 
Moore in the /nvestor ’s Business Daily. The 
United States is, he writes correctly, 


the world leader in environmental 
stewardship, and our energy use, as 
a share of the economy, continues to 
shrink. 

An even more preposterous claim 
is that China — the largest polluter 
by far — and India are moving away 
from fossil fuels and transitioning to 
wind and solar power. 

No, they are not. Here is what 
the Wall Street Journal reported in 
a November story about China and 
India “doubling down” on fossil fuel 
use: “China’s government said it 
would raise coal power capacity by 
as much as 20% by 2020, ensuring 
a continuing strong role for the com- 
modity in the country’s energy sec- 
tor despite a pledge to bring down 
pollution levels. In a new five-year 
plan for electricity ... the National 
Energy Administration said it would 
raise coal-fired power capacity from 
around 900 gigawatts last year to as 
high as 1,100 gigawatts by 2020.” 


The name-callers abusing Trump did their 
best to insinuate that one ignorant man had 
somehow thwarted the national will by dis- 
respecting the sacrosanct work of our best 
and brightest, led by President Obama. In 
fact, of course, the “United States” did not 
agree to the accord. 

President Obama evaded constitutional 
requirements and pretended that future 
chief executives and the nation at large 
somehow had to follow his lead. Well, no. 
The Paris deal, as Jeffrey Tucker noted at 
FEE.org, “is a ‘voluntary’ agreement be- 
cause its architects knew it would never 
pass the U.S. Senate as a treaty.” 

The idea of the agreement, as Tucker put 
it for the Foundation for Economic Educa- 
tion online publication, is to have the regu- 
latory agencies of the U.S. government 


impose extreme mandates on its en- 


ergy sector: how it should work, what 
kinds of emissions it should produce, 
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the best ways to power our lives (read: 
not fossil fuels), and hand over to de- 
veloping world regimes billions and 
even trillions of dollars in aid, a direct 
and ongoing forcible transfer of wealth 
from American taxpayers to regimes 
all over the world, at the expense of 
American freedom and prosperity. 

And you wonder why many people 
have doubts about it. 


The anti-Trump folks didn’t let facts pre- 
clude their rantings about how the planet 
would be devastated because Obama’s 
successor opted to escape from the ac- 
cord. Indeed, the “Fact Checkers” of the 
Washington Post, cited above, stubbed 
their toes on the several supposed facts — 
as was pointed out by the American En- 
terprise Institute counter-checker of their 
claims. Benjamin Zycher explains that all 
the signatories really did not even agree 
to lower emissions. The plans, he notes, 
are incorporated into something dubbed 
“Intended Nationally Determined Contri- 
butions” (INDCs). It is a cute ploy, after a 
fashion. Writes Zycher: 


Most of the INDCs promise cuts in 
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions 
relative to a “business as usual” 
baseline, that is, relative to a future 
emissions path, unconstrained by any 
policies at all. Because emissions are 
closely correlated with economic 
growth, a nation can “achieve” its 
promise by overestimating future 
economic growth slightly; when fu- 
ture growth proves lower than pro- 
jected, the same will be true for GHG 
emissions. Thus, the “commitments” 
will be met without any actual change 
in underlying emissions behavior at 
all. INDCs fulfilled! 

The Chinese commitment is par- 
ticularly amusing. They promise 
that their GHG emissions will peak 
“around 2030.” How high will that 
peak be? No one knows. What will 
their emissions be after the peak? No 
one knows. The Kessler-Lee argu- 
ment that the signatories have agreed 
to “lower emissions” is false. 
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Environmental leader: Climate alarmists ironically praise China, though it increases its coal 
plants and air pollution, including smog, weekly. And they criticize the United States, though it 
becomes more efficient and more “clean” all of the time. 


Was this accord going to save to world, only 
to be foiled by Donald Trump, the hit man 
who slayed Mother Gaia? Of course not. 

Even the New York Times, between fits, 
had to admit that. The editors acknowl- 
edged this amid the Two Minutes Hate 
disguised as an editorial, entitled “Our 
Disgraceful Exit From the Paris Accord.” 
“Tn truth,” said the editors on June 2, “the 
agreement does not require any country to 
do anything; after the failure of the 1997 
Kyoto Accord, the United Nations, which 
oversees climate change negotiations, de- 
cided that it simply did not have the author- 
ity to force a legally binding agreement.” 

Here’s another thing to keep in mind: 
The political Left is losing its mind over 
leaving a climate accord that was consid- 
ered by these very same people to be — 
to use an au courant word — a horrible 
“fake.” It was a bit more than a year ago, 
as noted in an apposite piece in the June 2 
Investor’s Business Daily, that 


climate scientists and environmental- 
ists were viciously attacking the Paris 
agreement itself. The goals were too 
low to make a difference. There was 
nothing binding any of the signatories 
to live up to their promises, and no en- 
forcement mechanism if they didn’t. 
It just kicked the can down the road. 


James Hansen, the undisputed hero 
of the climate-change movement, 
called the Paris deal “a fraud really, 
a fake.... It’s just worthless words. 
There is no action, just promises.” 

A joint letter signed by nearly a 
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dozen top climate scientists said the 
agreement suffered “deadly flaws 
lying just beneath its veneer of suc- 
cess.” These scientists complained 
that the agreement could actually be 
counterproductive, since it gave the 
impression that global warming was 
being dealt with when in fact it wasn’t. 


Then there was the study in the peer-re- 
viewed journal Global Policy. The journal 
pointed out that even if all signatories of 
the accord were to keep their CO, emis- 
sion-reduction promises through 2030 — 
as far-fetched as that might be — the deal 
would “likely reduce global temperature 
rise about 0.17°C in 2100.” That study 
concluded: “Current climate policy prom- 
ises will do little to stabilize the climate 
and their impact will be undetectable for 
many decades.” 

Perhaps the eco-activists should be 
thanking Trump for saving them from 
their ineptitude. Right. That will happen 
the day after penguins fly. 

— WILLIAM P. Hoar 
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BY WILLIAM F. JASPER 


EU Refugee Flood — Globalists Double Down, Push More 


he European Union’s _Wevey 
| previous migrant-ref- 

ugee tsunamis have 
already left the region awash 
in crises: terror attacks, crime 
waves, riots, Islamifica- 
tion, skyrocketing welfare 
costs, unemployment, social 
turmoil, and Muslim no-go 
zones. But the globalists re- 
sponsible for these disasters 
are not satisfied; they are 
pushing to bring millions 
more Muslim migrants to the 
EU. It’s “Damn the torpedoes 
— and the public outcry — 
full speed ahead!” 

On June 28-30, the Global 
Forum on Migration and De- 
velopment (GFMD) held its 10th annual summit, with this year’s 
overarching theme being “Towards a Global Social Contract on 
Migration and Development.” The summit, held in Berlin, was 
aimed at solidifying support for the “New York Declaration for 
Refugees and Migrants,” which emerged from the Summit for 
Refugees and Migrants hosted by the United Nations General 
Assembly last September 19 and the Leaders Summit on the 
Global Refugee Crisis hosted by President Obama the following 
day. Those two events and the recent GFMD Summit in Berlin 
are part of an extensive orchestrated effort to achieve a Global 
Compact for Migration in 2018. 

The New York Declaration adopted by the UN General As- 
sembly is heavy on penalizing as hate criminals all who might 
have the temerity to challenge the UN plans for mass migration. 
“We strongly condemn acts and manifestations of racism, racial 
discrimination, xenophobia and related intolerance against refu- 
gees and migrants,” the document declares. And, it continues, 
“We deplore all manifestations of xenophobia, racial discrimi- 
nation and intolerance. We will take a range of steps to counter 
such attitudes and behaviour, in particular with regard to hate 
crimes, hate speech and racial violence. We welcome the global 
campaign proposed by the Secretary-General to counter xeno- 
phobia and we will implement it in cooperation with the United 
Nations and all relevant stakeholders.” 

And who will those “relevant stakeholders” be that will help 
the UN implement its global campaign against xenophobia? 
Well, besides the obvious groups here in the United States that 
are already splattering the “xenophobe” and “racist” charge on 
all who question the plans for massive influxes of migrants and 
refugees — the ACLU, Southern Poverty Law Center, Coun- 
cil on American-Islamic Relations, etc. — there are the vicious 
“Antifa” storm troopers who have been rioting, burning cities, 
and violently, physically attacking all those they accuse of being 
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“intolerant” for opposing 
the migrant invasion. Sitting 
above these “stakeholders” are 
groups such as the GFMD, the 
International Organization for 
Migration, the Global Migra- 
tion Group, the International 
Migration Initiative, the Co- 
lumbia Global Policy Initia- 
tive, and others. These organ- 
izations combine public and 
private funding, along with 
muscle from national govern- 
ments and UN agencies. 

The International Organi- 
zation for Migration notes on 
its website, for instance, that 
“the GFMD’s strong link with 
the United Nations is main- 
tained through the Special Representative of the [UN] Secretary 
General on International Migration and Development (SRSG), 
Mr. Peter Sutherland.” 

Sutherland, readers may remember, is a key one-worlder 
who has been at the center of the UN scheme to de-Christianize 
and Islamize Europe. He is a former chairman of Goldman 
Sachs, former European chairman of the Trilateral Commis- 
sion, and a former member of the ultra-secretive Bilderberg 
Group Steering Committee. 

“T will ask the governments to cooperate, to recognize that 
sovereignty is an illusion — that sovereignty is an absolute illu- 
sion that has to be put behind us,” Sutherland said in an October 
8, 2015 interview. He continued: “The days of hiding behind 
borders and fences are long gone. We have to work together and 
cooperate together to make a better world.” 

Yes, the “better world” envisioned by Peter Sutherland and his 
ilk is one in which all vestiges of national and local independence, 
and all checks and balances on centralized force, are swept away. 
Sutherland, naturally, is a boon companion of George Soros, 
Henry Kissinger, (the late) David Rockefeller, and the rest of the 
uber-globalists who are so keen on battering down national bor- 
ders and fomenting chaos (political, social, economic, moral, and 
spiritual) as a means to attaining their New World Order. 

Sutherland and the Global Forum on Migration and Develop- 
ment are being mightily aided in this latest push for national sui- 
cide by the usual euthanasia experts from the European Council 
on Foreign Relations and the German Institute for International 
and Security Affairs (Stiftung Wissenschaft und Politik, in Ger- 
man), both of which are affiliates of the U.S. Council on Foreign 
Relations and the British Royal Institute of International Affairs, 
the two main organizations pushing for world government since 
the early part of the last century. This will be a key battlefield 
in the months ahead. Ml 
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NAFTA Slim Jim 

If you think NAFTA is bad now, it’s going to get a whole lot 
worse if we don't stop the globalists from turning it into 
a North American Union. Get others to take action with 
this punchy handout, selling for as low as eight cents each. 
Purchase in bulk for the best deal and to ensure you have 
enough to hand out. (Sold in packs of 25) (2017, 1/$3.00ea; 
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NAFTA Reprint 


While running for the oval office, President Trump noted to 
crowds how destructive NAFTA was to individuals, busi- 
nesses, and states. Now he says he may keep NAFTA. This 
eight-page reprint by Charles Scaliger originally appeared 
as the cover story in the July 10, 2017 issue of TNA — pgs. 
10-16. (2017, 8pp, 1-24/$0.50ea; 25-99/$0.40ea; 100- 
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The New Confessions of 


an Economic Hitman 

In this updated version of his book on government cronyism, 
Perkins brings the story of economic hit men and assassins 
up to date and, chillingly, home to the United States. It also 
gives us hope and the tools to fight back. (2016, 366pp, pb) 
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Get US Out of NAFTA 


For more than 20 years, we have witnessed NAFTAS 
destruction throughout America. Let’s create the pres- 
sure needed to stop the expansion of NAFTA to create 
the North American Union. Learn more, tell others, 
and take action! (2017, 12 min, DVD) 1-10/$1.00ea; 
11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea; 50-99/$0.75ea; 100- 
999/$0.70ea; 1000+/$.064ea) DVDPPGUON 


Why the Electoral College? 

If the United States is to remain free, our Republic 
must maintain the Electoral College. (7min, DVD), 
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50-99/$0.75ea; 100-999/$0.70ea; + 1000+/$.064ea) 
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What Is the Electoral College? 
Learn why the Founders created the Electoral College 
for electing the president, the difference between a 
republic and a democracy, how the Electoral College 
works, why we shouldn't elect the president by popular 
vote, how the Electoral College is unique, and why 
the Electoral College must be maintained. (2017ed, 
18pp, pb), 1-9/$2.95ea; 10-24/$2.00ea; 25-49/$1.50¢a; 
50-99/$1.00ea; 100+/$.075ea) BKLTEC 
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